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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA; WEDNESDAY, APRIL 25, 1990 


10:05 A.M. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

having been previously duly sworn, was 
examined and testified further as follows: 

EXAMINATION (continued) 

BY MS. PLEVIN: 

Q Mr. Armstrong, you are aware that you're still 

under oath? 

A Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Before we pose any questions, 

Ms. Plevin, I'd like to clarify. First of all, can you 
predict as to how long you're going to go because I am 
concerned that you leave enough time for me to conduct my 
examination of the witness, as I can't stay beyond today. 

THE DEPONENT: Let me say neither can I. And it was 
my understanding, because I know you guys will just take 
days and days, that you guys would get me at another time 
and another place. 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Hertzberg, why don't you let me 
know what are your concerns so that we can address them 
seriatim. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'll tell you exactly what my 
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concerns are. I'd would like to conduct 


I'd 1ike you to 


conduct, and I'd like to be able to conduct my questioning 
before I leave. My understanding was you had scheduled 
this for two days and that we would be able to conclude 
this or, at least, that I would be able to get in my 
questioning while I was out here. 

As you know, I came from the East Coast and I 
have to go back to the East Coast. And I don't accept 
Mr. Armstrong's unfounded speculation that I'm going to 
take days and days. I don't intend to take days and days. 
But, depending on what is developed further in this 
deposition, I will have some questions for him on behalf of 
my client, and I don't want to have to make a separate 
trip. 

MS. PLEVIN: Any other concerns procedurally that 
you want to address? 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's a procedural concern. I'm 

not sure that the other two things that I want to discuss 
with you before we commence questioning are procedural 
concerns. 

They do have to do with the documents. So 
maybe we should take things one at a time. 

MS. PLEVIN: I do not know how long it's going to 

take me to conclude with Mr. Armstrong. If you are -- and 
certainly you have a right to conduct a cross-examination. 
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If it becomes necessary to continue this deposition for 
that purpose to some time when you do return to California, 
I expect that we will schedule it. 

I cannot take responsibility for the fact that 
you're representing a California defendant while you're 
living in New York. That is a burden you take on when you 
represent somebody in California, and, you know, that has 
to be dealt with in terms of scheduling. But I can't, you 
know — could not warrant that this was going to be 
concluded within two days. And by scheduling two days at 
this time, it certainly was not my intention to warrant 
that it would be concluded in two days. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Well — 

MS. PLEVIN: We can continue -- I mean, I would, 
rather not spend a lot of time on that issue so that we go, 
you know, on with the deposition. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I will tell you this: It was my 

understanding or my impression that this matter could be 
wrapped up in two days. Originally, I think, you felt that 
Mr. Armstrong's deposition need only occupy one day -- let 
me finish. When we were on the earlier stages of your 
seeking to obtain Mr. Armstrong's testimony, it is my best 
recollection that you had scheduled the matter for a single 
day. So that when you then scheduled it for two days -- 
and that in conjunction with some other things which we 
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discussed gave me the impression that this matter would 
easily be wrapped up in two days. And I perhaps might 
have — if I really had a firm understanding that you 
yourself didn't intend to finish in two days, might have 
suggested and planned — would have suggested and planned 
for this to be scheduled for continuous days, one after the 
other, in excess of two days so that I would not have to 
make a separate trip back and incur additional expenses for 
this. So I want the record to be clear on that. 

MS. PLEVIN: You've made your statement. 

MR. HELLER: I may be able to assist everybody in 

these two things. One, I've got to leave at 3:00 for a 
hearing out in Pasadena at 5:00. The deposition will 
nevertheless go until whenever it's going to go, which will 
be 5:00 or whatever you guys agree on. Clearly, whether I 
would leave at 3:00 or stay until 5:00 or 6:00, I want 
Mr. Hertzberg, since he's come from New York to get a 
chance to do his questioning. So I would not have a chance 
to do any questioning, even if you were able to give him 
enough time under the normal course of events. So I will 
be resuming Mr. Armstrong's supoena -- deposition -- 
pursuant to your subpoena, as well as mine. 

I will suggest the following. It may make 
life easier for everybody and save everyone expense. Even 
if you haven't finished, if you terminate your deposition 
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at some point in time this afternoon, that gives 
Mr. Hertzberg sufficient time to ask the questions he wants 
to ask so that he can go back to New York and hopefully 
finish up. I don't know how long he needs or not. That I 
will leave up to him. It is clear that I will be 
continuing this deposition. Probably if you have not 
finished, Ms. Plevin, you will be continuing this 
deposition anyway, one of us, pursuant to the convenience 
of the deponent, as well as the other attorney, can 
renotice it for here, for San Francisco, whatever is worked 
out. And we can both get our questions in and at the same 
time allow Mr. Hertzberg not to have to come back out here 
to California in order to ask his questions. So I'd make 
that suggestion and that way no one is prejudiced. 

MS. PLEVIN: I'm certainly willing to try to 

accommodate you. There's no reason not to. If you want to 
discuss this further, we can do so at a break. 


MR. 

HELLER: 

That's fine. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG 

: That's fine. 


MS . 

PLEVIN: 

And put a stipulation on 

the record. 

MR. 

HELLER: 

That sounds good. 


MS . 

PLEVIN: 

I don't know. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG 

: That's fine. 


MS . 

PLEVIN: 

It's not a commitment of 

any promises 


from anybody. We'll have to discuss it. 

11 -8 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


MR. CORYDON: 


We can reset it, and we can reset it 


at our mutual convenience and if Mr. Hertzberg finishes, we 
don't have to worry about him coming out here and worrying 
about setting it. 

MS. PLEVIN: That sounds fine. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Now, let me raise a question about 

the documents. 

Overnight, somebody who was familiar with the 
documents looked at the exhibits -- do you have -- and it 
was my understanding that the naval -- so-called naval 
records which have been marked for identification as 
Exhibit 7 -- 

MS. PLEVIN: 7. 

MR. HERTZBERG: -- had been represented by 

Ms. Plevin to have come from the file in the Christofferson 
case. 

MS. PLEVIN: I did not make that representation -- 

well, complete your statement. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Well, my statement depends on 
whether you said it or not. 

MS. PLEVIN: It was Mr. Armstrong, to the best of my 

recollection, that indicated they had come from the 
Christofferson case. I made no comment with regard to 
that. 

THE DEPONENT: Virtually all of those things were 
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filed in Christofferson. 


MR. HERTZBERG: So virtually all that I'm concerned 

with. 

THE DEPONENT: Well, none of them could have come 
from Armstrong because you guys got back all those 
documents from Armstrong 

MR. HERTZBERG: Well, I don't know. I mean we were 
supposed to get back all the documents from Armstrong. 

What concerns me is that I've been informed by somebody 
who, I think, is in a position to know that, in fact, not 
all of the documents comprising Exhibit 7 came from the 
Christofferson file. And that seems to have been confirmed 
by Mr. Armstrong's statement just right now, Ms. Plevin, 
that virtually all of them came, which is not the same as 
all of them. And I'm in a difficult position because 
unless I know the origin of the documents, I'm not in a 
position to make proper objections or sealing applications 
if they're warranted. 

And, as you know, Ms. Plevin, there are such 
applications that -- there are such orders that are in 
effect, and I'm concerned about where -- if we can clear up 
before we proceed — where the other documents comprising 
Exhibit 7 that did not come, reportedly come from the 
Christofferson file, may have their origin. 

THE DEPONENT: Probably I can answer. Number one, 
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whoever you talked to as their expert on documents must 
have also said that they got back the documents from the 
Armstrong case, one. In fact, I probably can find a 
statement by Ken to that effect. 

Number two, where they come from, you know, 
ultimately — they come in some instances, from the Navy, 
some instances from Mr. Hubbard originally. But where they 
come from really has nothing do with my identification of 
them, and I don't have to know where they got them from in 
order to authenticate them; correct? 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm not going to get into a 

discussion about that. 

THE DEPONENT: Right. 

MR. HERTZBERG: But I want the record to be clear 

that when the witness said "they, " he pointed to 
Mr. Corydon and his counsel, Ms. Plevin 

THE DEPONENT: We can agree that they produced them 
here for me to authenticate. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That appears to be the case. 

THE DEPONENT: Well — 

MR. HERTZBERG: All right. And I'm interested and, 

I guess, the inquiry I had was where Ms. Plevin got the 
documents from because that affects my -- that information 
is necessary for me to evaluate whether I have a sealing 
application or not. 
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THE DEPONENT: But 


but that 


it isn ' t 


necessary. 

MS. PLEVIN: The — 

THE DEPONENT: It's i 1 Le x»irfrTeT (’( l<9^ l ° a 

MS. PLEVIN: I don't know whether it is or is not 

necessary. I can tell you as I sit here right now that I 
cannot answer that question conclusively for you. 

Certainly I cannot answer that conclusively right now. 

MR. HERTZBERG: All right. 

MS. PLEVIN: As you are no doubt aware, documents 
circulate among the field of ex-Scientologists from 
virtually every case Scientology has been involved with 
with great rapidity, and that may be ultimately all I can 
say about the subject as to where these particular ones 
came from. But sitting here right now, I cannot. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. All right. Then I have two 

short remarks I want to make about what you just said. 
First of all, I'm not aware of anything about the 
Scientology field. So I can't confirm or deny what you 
just said about the so-called circulation of documents in 
the Scientology field; and, secondly, if you can ascertain 
the origin of those documents, even if you can't do it now, 
I'd like you to do it at some point in time. 

The last thing I want to say before we 
continue with the questioning is that I want to confirm on 
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the record a conversation that you and I had yesterday, 

Ms. Plevin, which, I believe, was off the record. And that 
is, it is my understanding that you are going to inform me 
if and when we reach a point in this deposition when you 
offer or mark or discuss any documents which you 
obtained -- "you" meaning Mr. Corydon or you, yourself or 
Mr. Morantz -- from the file in the Armstrong case pursuant 
to the order that Judge Geernaert initially made. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let me clarify. That's basically 

correct, with one modification -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: Yes? 

MS. PLEVIN: -- and that is I will identify for you 

any such documents which were obtained pursuant to that 
order and were not otherwise already available to us. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's fine. That's all I want you 

to do. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: All right. Thank you. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Good morning. 

A Hi. 

Q Have you had a chance to review, pursuant to 

our discussion on the record yesterday, the files which are 
identified -- have not been identified for the record yet, 
but which you have in front of you, which are the B-l or 
guardian's office information pack? 
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A I have looked through much of it, and so I 

have refamiliarized myself to some degree with it. 

Q Okay. Are you then in a position to identify 

for us those documents and authenticate for us those 
documents with which you became familiar while you were 
within the organization known as Scientology? 

A Yeah. 

Q All right. Will you do so for us now. 

A Okay. I'll tell you what I'll do, I'll just 

go through because of them -- maybe I can just do the -- 
okay. First of all, the check sheet -- 

Q And by ''the check sheet" -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let him finish his answer, please. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Are you concluded? 

A Correct. The check sheet I identified. 

Q All right. And when Mr. Armstrong pointed to 

the check sheet he's pointing to a 20-page document with a 
cover that says -- which identified on the record yesterday 
Information Full Hat on top and on the bottom Confidential 
Pack 1 of 3 and is marked for admission in C 420153. 

And that was Church of Scientology of 
California vs. Armstrong; is that right? 

A Right. 

Q Okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: And when — 

11-14 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


MR. HERTZBERG: 


One moment. Where are you referring 


to the marking? Just show me. 

Well, that's not on the top, unless I'm 
looking at the wrong document. That's not on the copy that 
way. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let me see. 

MR. HERTZBERG: So apparently we were given a 
different document. 

THE DEPONENT: It's the same as this check sheet 
which is in here. 

MS. PLEVIN: Excuse me, Gerry. 

If you take a moment to assure yourself, it is 
the same document, we can change the cover page. 

Apparently one was copied before it was admitted into 
evidence in the Armstrong case and the other was copied 
after it was admitted into evidence in the Armstrong case. 

MR. HERTZBERG: There's all kinds of different marks 

on the cover here. Let me try to figure out what you're 
doing here. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let's go off the record while he is 
looking at the documents. 

MR. HELLER: Let's stay on the record. I'm going to 

renew my objection to any questions regarding this 
document, the authentication thereof, even production to 
this deposition based on relevance. It's not relevant to 
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the subject matter of this deposition or any issues 
complained of by the plaintiff. 

MS. BARTILSON: Join the objection. 

MR. HELLER: Okay. You guys go forward. I'll be 
back in two seconds. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let's go off the record. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Are we on the record? 

MS. PLEVIN: Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: For the record, I've compared the 

exhibit which Ms. Plevin has shown to the witness and which 
has been marked Exhibit 1 for identification as Exhibit 1 
here or part of Exhibit 1. 

MS. PLEVIN: Actually, let me see. I think the 
confusion can be easily clarified. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Yeah. 

MS. PLEVIN: This is the one that's been marked as 
Exhibit 1 and is exactly the same as the one you have, 

Mr. Hertzberg. 

MR. HERTZBERG: All right. I'm getting another 

document now. All right. Now I'm confused as to which one 
Mr. Armstrong looked at in his testifying about the one 
that you gave him first, which I reviewed and which was 
different from the one that I was given yesterday to look 
at overnight or the one that you just handed me? 
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MS. PLEVIN: Why don't you tell us in what way 
they're different. Let's make an exact record so no one is 
confused. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I was coming to that before you gave 

me the new documents. 

On the one that you gave me yesterday, aside 
from the difference in the cover sheet, and on the pages, 
there are handwritten markings on pages 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 

9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19 which did not 

appear on the copy that you have in front of Mr. Armstrong. 

MS. PLEVIN: And those handwritten marking are what? 
Numbers? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Please don't interrupt me. You 

asked me to make a record which I intended to make before 
you interrupted me the first time, and now I'm going to 
make the record and I'm going -- I was about to reach 
exactly the point that you just interrupted me on. 

There are numbers. There are -- at least in 
one case, there are initials and, interestingly enough, on 
page 5 at the bottom, it says "end of pack" and something 
else but "end of package" is very clearly written on the 
bottom of page 5 of the copy that you gave me last night, 
but is not written, for reasons is that are unclear to me, 
on the copy that you gave Mr. Armstrong and began examining 
him on this morning. 
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MS. PLEVIN: 


I don't think I have examined him on it 


at all. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm sorry? 

MS. PLEVIN: I don't think I have examined him. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Well, it's the copy that you had in 

front of him. 

MS. PLEVIN: All right. 

THE DEPONENT: Perhaps again I can clarify. I have 
both of them, and I have both of them in front of me except 
that you've taken one. I have both. So we can refer to 
both of them. They are both here. I have that one and I 
have that one. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I didn't take anything. I was given 

a documents, but I'll hand it back and I'll hope that 

Ms. Plevin will clarify what we're talking about. I don't 
find it productive for us to have two different versions. 

MS. PLEVIN: Nor do I. 

MR. HERTZBERG: May I finish please without being 
interrupted -- two different versions of the document, 
especially when one of them said "end of pack" on page 5. 

THE DEPONENT: May I have that copy, please? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, why don't you 

compare — 

A Where's the one that doesn't say "end of 

pack"? And by the way it says "end of pack 1." So it has 
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no more significance than that, "end of pack 1." 

MR. HERTZBERG: That may be. I said there was 
something else which I didn't find legible on first 
inspection and, you know -- 

THE DEPONENT: Do you have the one that does not say 
"end of pack"? 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, let me ask a question 

here. 

Which of these documents -- 

THE DEPONENT: Do you? 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, please. 

Which of these documents -- 

THE DEPONENT: Muddy the record a little bit there. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Which of these documents, if 

any, did you use as you were going through the several 
complete middle folders of documents? The one that is 
marked Plaintiff's Exhibit 1? Or the one which is — which 
on the cover bears only the Government Exhibit label 236? 

A I used this one. 

Q The one that is marked -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: The record is not clear on what 

"this one is." 

THE DEPONENT: This one refers to — 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Hertzberg, I would appreciate the 
same courtesy. I was about to do what is appropriate which 
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is to clarify that the one he is referring to is the one 
that is marked Plaintiff's Exhibit 1. 

Q And that is the document that you used last 

night or I assume last night to take a look at the material 
which is in front of you; is that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q All right. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Government Exhibit 1? 

MS. PLEVIN: Government Exhibit 236. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. I've got that. 

MS. PLEVIN: Our Plaintiff's 1, Government Exhibit 

236 . 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: Now, I think actually, Mr. Hertzberg -- 

well, we can get to a clarification of that later. 

Q Okay. Referring now to the documents 

themselves, you said you were familiar with Plaintiff's 
Exhibit 1 which we've identified on the record as having 
the words Information Full Hat on the top and is 20 pages 
plus a cover sheet; is that right? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Ms. Plevin, just before we continue, 

I would like at some point -- we don't have to do it now 
obviously -- to get from you a copy of the other exhibit 
which has the markings which is not -- 

MS. PLEVIN: That's fine. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: 


on the Exhibit 1. 


THE DEPONENT: You have it. 

MS. PLEVIN: You have it. In fact if you open up 
pack No. 1, you have it, Mr. Hertzberg. If you open up 
pack No. 1, it should be right in there at the very 
beginning. 

MR. HELLER: Now that is one is identical to the one 
the deponent is now looking at? 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's fine. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Fine. 

THE DEPONENT: So in answer to your question, this 

is it. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: All right. Now, could you 

tell us, please -- 

MR. HELLER: Let me interpose an objection as to the 
question being vague and ambiguous as to the word 
"familiar." 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. All right. Now, let's 

go back to the question. I would like you to please 
identify for us the documents in this pack of information, 
in this set of information, with which you became familiar 
while you were a member of Scientology, member of the 
organization. And as you identify those for us, we will 
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further clarify the basis for your identification and 
authentications? 


A 

Okay. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Is that a question? 

MR. 

HELLER: Was that a question? 

MS . 

PLEVIN: Yes, it was a question. 

MR. 

HELLER: Thank you. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Could we have the question read. 

MS . 

BARTILSON: It's vague and ambiguous. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: I think it may have been -- I'm 


sorry. Go ahead. 

MS. BARTILSON: Vague and ambiguous. There's no 

time period specified that we're familiar with. And I'm 
not even sure it was a question. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: Could we have the question read 


back? 



(The record was read.) 

MR. 

HELLER: Do you want to object. 

MS . 

BARTILSON: Yeah, I already have. 

MR. 

HELLER: Okay. Join in the objection, and lacks 


foundation. 

THE DEPONENT: So the first one is the HCO policy 

letter, 1 March '66, The Guardian. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: Can we have pages? There's no way 

of me — I 

can't follow this. 
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THE DEPONENT: 


Okay. We are in pack 1. 


MR. HERTZBERG: Uh-huh. 

THE DEPONENT: So take -- underneath that large pack 

of materials, you have a duplicate check sheet. Open the 
duplicate check sheet to page 1. The duplicate check 
sheet, underneath all of that material. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Do you mind if I approach 

Mr. Armstrong? 

MS. PLEVIN: Sure. 

THE DEPONENT: Bring the duplicate check sheet with 

you. 

MR. HERTZBERG: This? 

THE DEPONENT: Right. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Is this all I need? 

THE DEPONENT: Well, you can bring them both. It 
just happened to be underneath. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. 

THE DEPONENT: Okay. So here, right, is The 
Guardian, same as over here. And although there are some 
discrepancies between the way this is assembled, you can 
follow here and then go through this pack, you'll find you 
have to dig in past your check sheet to The Guardian in 
there. And that way you can follow along on your check 
sheet and the documents at the same time. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. Could you just point out on 
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my copy, Mr. Armstrong, where you find the check sheet -- 
what check sheet you're referring to? Just show it to me 
so I can visually see it. 

THE DEPONENT: This is the check sheet for the 

Information Full Hat. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Right. 

MS. PLEVIN: He's referring to what has been 
previously marked as Plaintiff's Exhibit 1. 

MR. HERTZBERG: You're talking about there now. 
Thank you very much. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: All right. Why don't we do 

that for each of these, is identify the page of the check 
sheet they're on. 

All right. Now, with regard to this 
particular item, Mr. Armstrong, could you tell us if you 
recall what the context was in which you saw this document 
for the first time? 

MR. HERTZBERG: One other thing before that. 

Mr. Armstrong, in explaining this to me, said 
there was some discrepancies. We've got to know what the 
discrepancies are. 

THE DEPONENT: Well, perhaps we can clarify that by 
taking up the individual discrepancies as we come to them 
so it's just a matter of misfiling. 

MR. HERTZBERG: You'll point that out then? 
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THE DEPONENT: 


Right. But rather than to try and 


figure them out before we do that is a kind of a laborious 
task. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Can I rely then, Ms. Plevin, on the 

fact that the witness will point out to us as he testifies, 
as the occasion arises, what he has characterized as the 
discrepancies? 

THE DEPONENT: Right. I will, and undoubtedly you 
will too. 

Q BY MR. PLEVIN: Now, you're referring -- 

you're looking over the document which you've identified as 
HOPL, 1 March '66; is that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q All right. And what is your source of 

knowledge about that document? 

A It was broadly published in the organization 

and it was in many organization hats including the 
intelligence officer hat. 

MR. HELLER: Object, lack of foundation, not 

responsive to the question. 

THE DEPONENT: I was in the organization from -- the 

Sea organization -- from 1971 through 1981. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And was this a particular note 

to the Sea organization? Is that why you mention that? 

MR. HELLER: Object as to vague and ambiguous. And 
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I have a continuing objections to the relevance of this 


whole line of questioning dealing with this document. 

MS. PLEVIN: So noted. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I also don't think you should lead 

the witness. 


THE DEPONENT: It wasX kixoadly known, broadly 
published. I've been checked Sydt on it. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: When you say checked out on 

it, please describe what that means? 

A "Checked out" means you've -- you read it 

over, study it, and someone quizzes you on the words and 
content. 


Q Who quizzes you on the words and content? 

A Someone. It could be anyone. Someone within 

the organization. Someone who has himself read the policy 
or documents on which you're being checked out. 

Q Does this procedure take place in oral form? 

A Yes. 

Q Does it also take place in written form? 

A Not a check-out, but you could be on an 

examination which could be in written form. You could be 
examined on it. 

Q Okay. Were you examined on this document in 

the written form? 

A I have no recollection. 
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Q Okay. Do you recall the occasion as to why 

you were examined on this document in oral form and checked 
out on it? 

A It formed a part of the hats within the port 

captain's office, and I was in the port captain's office 
from 1972 through 1975. So I had many occasions when I was 
checked out. I mean I don't know how many times I was 
checked out on this particular policy, but I am familiar 
with it. 

Q Okay. 

A Just as an aside, if we spend five minutes 

apiece with a hundred of these things, we're up to 500 
minutes, and that takes care of the whole day plus -- 

Q My question to you -- 

A -- so I would just — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let him finish; he's responding. 

MS. PLEVIN: So that we can determine how to best 
precede. 

THE DEPONENT: Right. 

HERTZBERG: Mrs. Plevin -- 

THE DEPONENT: There are many and -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: I would like you to let the witness 

finish when he's answering a question? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, approximately 

how many of these were you able to identify when you 
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reviewed these, how many separate documents within these 
several packs did you identify as you were reviewing these? 

A Oh, many. 

Q All right. Why don't we then, for the 

purposes of this morning at least, make a list of those 
which you identified, and we can return to them in terms of 
further authentication if warranted. 

A Right, okay. 

Q May I suggest then for that purpose if it's 

convenient for you, that we all look simply at the check 
sheet and we can identify the documents that way which the 
check sheet -- is it accurate to say the check sheet serves 
somewhat as a table of contents for these three packs? 

A Yes, and therein are some of the 

discrepancies, I believe, because there may be some 
misfiling and some duplications and so on. 

Q All right. 

A But that does make sense to go through in that 

manner. 

Q Why don't we do it as -- 

A We can do that as a first action. 

Q What's the next document? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Before we move on to the next one, I 

just want to know that there's some portions of some pages 
of this particular document that Mr. Armstrong has just 
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testified about which are illegible, the ones that you 
furnished us. So maybe at some future time we can take 
some further action on that and you can furnish us with 
legible copies. 

MS. PLEVIN: I don't know that I have anything 
that's better than the ones we're looking at. If 
Mr. Armstrong can fill in anything or that isn't clear to 
someone who's not familiar with the document, I will ask 
him to do so. 


MR. HERTZBERG: okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

Q Next item then, Mr. Armstrong. 

A Is the -- it's called a board policy letter 

entitled the Organization of the Guardian's Office. 

Q Could you tell us on the check sheet what page 

of the check sheet that occurs? 

A We're now on the second page of the check 

sheet. 


Q Uh-huh. 

A Here it's noted as PL 25 September '73. This 
is actually published as a board policy BPL which came out 
in October '75. 


Q Okay. All right. And the next item? 

A Intelligence and security. It's a policy 

letter 20 February 1972, intelligence and security. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: 


What page are we on? 


MS. PLEVIN: Is that two down from the one that we 

were just looking at, Mr. Armstrong. 

THE DEPONENT: Correct. 

MR. HERTZBERG: okay. 

THE DEPONENT: Between there is just a code demo, 

and I'm just going over right now all of the documents. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

A Which I'm familiar with. The next one is 


intelligence chief. 

Q Is that on the -- is that, again, two down 

from the one we were just looking at on the check sheet? 



A 

Yeah. 







Q 

On the check sheet is 

that the 

one 

that 

says 

MHS 

, colon 

, duties of 

intelligence 

chief? 





A 

Okay. 







MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

I'm sorry. 

I didn't 

f ind 

that 

last 

one 

• 








MS . 

PLEVIN: We 

're still at 

the top 

half, 

page 

2, 

Mr. 

Hertzberg. 







MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

Yes. Oh, I 

got it. 

Thank you 

. 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Next item? 

A Terror Stalks. 

Q Is that — 

A hcY, information 

jv 2 
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Q Thank you. Next? 

A The next one -- I'm just doing right now the 

ones that I became — the Ron's Journal October 27, 1962. 

Q We're in the middle of a sentence, 

Mr. Armstrong. Would you finish that so that we can figure 
out what you meant. 

A Well, I skipped one because upon reviewing it, 

I had no real recollection of that vague one. But the ones 
that I'm identifying I have, you know, a positive 
recollection. 

Q Fine, those are the ones we want. So the next 

one is info letter October '62, Ron's journal? 

A Right, info letter November 9, here it's AD 

12. It's 1962 Ron's Journal No. 2. Next one is HCO 
information letter January 18th or January 8, 1963, Ron's 

Journal No. 3. 

Did you know that there were strange 
duplications in here? I got -- 

MR. CORYDON: Well, the reason -- 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Wait, wait, wait, wait, wait, wait, 

wait. 

MS. PLEVIN: Excuse me, Mr. Hertzberg. 

Mr. Armstrong -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: If we're going to have testimony 
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about this document, I need to know what strange 
duplications means. 

MS. PLEVIN: If you don't mind, it is my deposition 
and I will ask Mr. Armstrong to clarify those things. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Fine. I thought you were going to 
go into another question and ignore his remark. 

MS. PLEVIN: No, I was not, Mr. Hertzberg. I did 
not graduate from law school yesterday. I appreciate 
your -- we know we all need assistance sometimes to make 
sure there's a clear record, but please. 

All right. Mr. Armstrong, as you come to 
anything which you feel is a mix up, would you please so 
identify. It will be useful for us rather than to refer to 
them obliquely so that we know that what you're identifying 
is, in fact, for each of us the same item. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I just wanted to be — I want to be 

clear that it's not a question -- I'm not sure of what the 
witness meant by strange duplications; whether your 
interpretation is that it's a mix up. I want to know 
what -- I think the record -- let me finish. The record 
should be clear as to what he meant. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

THE DEPONENT: There are simply some duplicates 
which have appeared. Here, for example, the one that I 
recently identified, Ron's Journal No. 2, I've got Ron's 
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Journal No. 2 on the top and I've got Ron's Journal No. 2 
on the bottom. It is simply a matter of a duplicate which 
has been here through the copying process. They duplicated 
everything yesterday. It's probable that the guys 
downstairs in the duplication process or in the other 
office just put things together and that's it. 

MS. PLEVIN: The document which you have, 

Mr. Hertzberg -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: Yeah. 

MS. PLEVIN: -- goes chronologically pages 1, 2, 3 

4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, document to document, without having to 

look at the back of it. The document which Mr. Armstrong 
is looking at also does, but in the original format before 
we made that copy — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Meaning the one I have. 

MS. PLEVIN: — the one you have. The documents 

were not -- the documents were two sided, and so what he is 
referring to is that sometimes on the reverse side of page 
A, there's page -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: I understand, it's clear. It's now 

clear. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. And if there's anything else 
that is useful, please let me know and we'll clarify. 

Q We're at the last item you identified, 

Mr. Armstrong, was info letter 8 January 1963 Ron's Journal 
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No. 3 . 


A The next one is an HCO information letter, 

November 24th, 1963, Essential Information Every 

Scientologist Should Know. 

Q And that's on the same page as the check 

sheet; is that right? 

A Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Wait. 

MS. BARTILSON; Let me just note for the record that 
that particular document is completely illegible on our 
copy, on the bottom of that. We would appreciate some 
clarification. 

MS. PLEVIN: The document itself or the check sheet? 

MS. BARTILSON: The document itself. 

THE DEPONENT: If would be most helpful perhaps you 

are -- perhaps the organization could put together a brand 
new pack which is more legible than this old one on their 
materials. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: What's the next one that you 

can identify, Mr. Armstrong? 

MR. HERTZBERG: What was the witness' -- can you 
just give me the last one, please. 

MS. PLEVIN: It's 24 November '63. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. I believe the witness said 

"Essential Information Every Scientologist Should Know." 
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Is that his testimony? 

MS. PLEVIN: Yes, he was reading from the documents, 
not from the check sheet. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's what confused me because 
that's not what the check sheet says. 

MS. PLEVIN: All right. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. 

THE DEPONENT: The next one is HCO executive letter 

7 April '65, Ron's Journal No. 11. It's E-meter 

P*. e car.'tfw 

■ Procooution by the Food and Drug A d Mon -, period, 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And that document is the one 

which on the check sheet says executive letter 7 April -- 
and it says Ron's Journal No. 11. It does not have the 
additional words on it; is that right? 

A Right. 

Q Okay. The record should reflect that 

Mr. Armstrong is looking at the documents themselves to 
identify the ones that he is, as he stated, sure that he 
knew from the period of time when he was part of 
Scientology, and then referring to the check sheet to give 
us guidance as to where it occurs on the check sheet. 

MS. BARTILSON: I'll have to object to that as 

mischaracterization of his prior testimony. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm not going to agree to this. 

MR. HELLER: I'll join. 
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MS. PLEVIN: 


The record will speak for itself. 


THE DEPONENT: The next one is HCO executive letter 
6 October 1965, the Milbourne Inquiry into Scientology. 
Okay. 


The next one is HCO executive letter, 10 
October 1965. It's called — on the check sheet it's the 
same date, Ron's Journal No. 17. The 17 has been smudged 
out on the copy that I've got, but it's called Government 
Conflicts. 


MS. PLEVIN: Let's go off the record for just a 

second. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

MS. PLEVIN: Go ahead. 

THE DEPONENT: Outside of the deposition I could 
simply prepare a list of those things that I'm familiar 
with and then I can be cross-examined or examined on that 
1 ist. 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Well, I was hoping we could 

have that this morning. 

A It's a process which is -- which would take 

me, just working on it alone to prepare the list, probably 
a couple of hours. 

Q Okay. 

A So I'm, you know, I'm willing to do that. And 

I'm willing to go through this. 
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Q Because of — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Are we on the record? 

MR. HELLER: We're on the record when Mr. Armstrong 
was talking. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me make a record for the part 
when we were on off the record at Ms. Plevin's insistance. 
Mr. Armstrong's comment was generated by Ms. Plevin's 
comment on the record that she did not realize how long or 
did not anticipate how long this inquiry of Mr. Armstrong, 
this particular inquiry of Mr. Armstrong was going to take. 
And she solicited suggestions as to how some alternative 
procedure might be engaged in. And then Mr. Armstrong 
responded to that. 

I just wanted to note something that I said in 
response to Ms. Plevin off the record; namely, that I 
consider this entire exercise so far to be completely 
irrelevant and the greatest waste of time. I also am going 
to object to the suggestion that Mr. Armstrong made for a 
couple of reasons. First of all, that means that we're 
certain his deposition cannot be completed today, and I 
will not be able to examine Mr. Armstrong and complete my 
examination today within what I thought would be the 
confines of this deposition. 

And, secondly, Mr. Armstrong's testimony here 
under oath, I think, is something that is important in the 
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search for truth, and that exercises outside of the actual 


setting with the submission of some type of written report 
is not as conducive and that, in fact, it has been helpful 
for Mr. Armstrong to make contemporaneous remarks at the 
time that he's identified some of these documents because, 
among other things, he's cleared up or attempted to clear 
up discrepancies between documents shown to Defendants' 
counsel and documents in front of him, and also problems in 
the way that the file was submitted to him. 

So I don't think that it would be fruitful to 
have this outside exercise. And I would urge Ms. Plevin to 
reconsider whether we have to go through this tedium in any 
form of having Mr. Armstrong identify documents that he 
purports to have seen at unspecified dates, years and years 
ago in the Church of Scientology, none of which, so far as 
I can tell, mention the Plaintiff Bent Corydon in any form. 

MS. PLEVIN: Are you concluded? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Yes, I am for the moment. 

MS. PLEVIN: Fine. 

MR. HELLER: Joining in the objection. 

MS. BARTILSON: Yes, I'll join also. 

MS. PLEVIN: Fine. I am going to take Mr. Armstrong 

up on his offer. I appreciate his willingness to do that 
effort, and at such date as his deposition is reconvened, 
we can then efficiently, without his looking at his 
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documents, go through the ones that he has identified and 
then, as to each of those documents, we can make further 
inquiries. 

Excuse me, Mr. Hertzberg. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I thought you were finished. 

MS. PLEVIN: I was not finished, and you see some of 

the problems of assuming people are finished. 

In any event, I will for convenience of all 
concerned propose that Mr. Armstrong take with him, so 
there is absolutely no question about it, a set copied off 
of the set that Mr. Hertzberg has in front of him so 
there's no question of his looking at the documents which 
are exactly the same as the ones that Mr. Hertzberg has. 

And when we conclude today, this deposition as Mr. 

Hertzberg has noted, we'll be continued to -- in terms of 
whatever provisions we make at that time for that purpose. 
And so we can go on to other documents and other areas of 
inquiry. 

MR. HERTZBERG: All right. Now, I want to make some 
comments. 

MS. PLEVIN: One of the reasons that I make this 

proposal is Mr. Hertzberg's repeated concern about using 
his time here, and we have not resolved whether or not 

Mr. Hertzberg will have an opportunity to do any cross-exam 
today. And it may or may not be possible to do that. We 
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haven't discussed that issue. 


We can certainly, to the extent it is 
necessary to bring Mr. Armstrong back, for another day, 
make that at Mr. Hertzberg's -- take into account 
Mr. Hertzberg's schedule in coming back and forth to 
California for other law and motion matters in this case, 
which are frequent, so that it need not otherwise be unduly 
complex for him. 

Any contention that one ought to have been 
able to predict precisely how long this was going to take 
is an unreasonable and bad faith representation regarding 
the nature of the deposition process. Certainly a great 
deal of the testimony, certainly a great deal of the time 
we've spent has been with Mr. Hertzberg making extensive on 
the record objections to matters of relevance for which 
objections are always preserved and they need not have 
taken as much time as they have to this point. 

MR. HERTZBERG: All right. Now I'm going to 
respond. First of all, I am not going to examine 

Mr. Armstrong until he's concluded his testimony so if -- 

MS. PLEVIN: Well — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me finish. 

MS. PLEVIN: Fine. 

MR. HERTZBERG: -- which is the normal procedure. 

So if you are going to undertake this procedure over, at 
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least, my objection and, I think, the objection of the 
other counsel or the other defendants, I'm not going to 
begin my examination and then have the witness come back 
and give additional testimony. So let the record be clear 
on that. 

Secondly, I want to note that it was my 
understanding that the whole purpose of Mr. Armstrong 
taking these documents with him last night was so that he 
could come in this morning and identify these documents 
readily so we could get on with this deposition and 
expedite matters. And that has not happened for reasons 
that are completely unclear to me. So apparently -- well, 

I won't comment on that. But that just hasn't happened, 
and that's what occasioning the further delay. 

And, thirdly, although we don't need to get 
into any colloquy on there, I just want to make it clear 
that I resent the implication that anything that I have 
done in this deposition, objections or otherwise, was made 
in bad faith. I don't loosely make any kind of allegation 
like that about anybody, including opposing counsel. And I 
think the record is going to be perfectly clear on what the 
nature of the objections were here and what the nature of 
this deposition was contemplated to be by Judge Epstein. 

MS. PLEVIN: The comment that he has any 

contemplation about what this deposition was going to be 
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has been made before by, I believe, Mr. Heller; and there's 
just simply no basis in fact. Judge Epstein ordered that 
the deposition go forward. He did not limit the area of 
inquiry of Mr. Armstrong's general knowledge in one wit 
whatsoever. 

MR. HELLER: I suggest you look at your own reply, 
Ms. Plevin, where you make a statement that there's a 
built-in mechanism to make sure that Mr. Armstrong's 
deposition is relevant. And I'm talking about your reply 
to your most recent motion to disqualify me wherein you 
yourself state that Judge Epstein said that my clients 
could come back and seek sanctions or some other remedial 
type of relief if, indeed, questions which were not 
relevant to the issues in the case were raised by you. 

I feel that that's all that's happened so far 
in this deposition. I think it's clear what Judge Epstein 
said. We don't have to go into a colloquy about it because 
some judge in the future is going to rule on it and 
determine whether we've wasted our time or not. Suffice it 
to say that from the perspective of my clients, I stipulate 
to no foundational issues, relevance issues whatsoever. 

It's your deposition. You proceed as you feel is correct; 
it's your case, Ms. Plevin. 

MS. BARTILSON: I'd like to join in these 

objections, and I'll object further to the idea that it 
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would be somehow appropriate or permissible for the witness 
to take this huge stack of documents, which have as yet 
been unidentified and unmarked for the record, home with 
him for some unspecified length of time at which he may at 
his leisure go through them, do Lord knows what to them, 
and then come back and purport to identify them at a 
deposition, I find that highly inappropriate. 

MR. HELLER: I agree. 

THE DEPONENT: And I would like to say that I think 
that given the few minutes that I have had to identify 
documents, I think the identification of even if it's only 
10 documents is something dif ferent ^t^a-rT’^the way 
Mr. Hertzberg characterized it. 

MS. PLEVIN: All right. Let's move on to another 

area. 

Q During your time within the organization known 

as Scientology, Mr. Armstrong, did you ever meet Bent 
Corydon? 

A I have a recollection of seeing Bent, but that 

would be, I believe, the only time within the organization. 
I think. You know, unless -- I believe so. 

Q What's the content of that interaction? 

A Not significant. 

Q Did you ever hear about Mr. Corydon while you 

were in the organization? 
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A Yeah. 

Q Would you please tell us what the first time 

was that you heard about Mr. Corydon? And for purposes of 

hearing about Mr. Corydon, I am including hearing about the 
Riverside mission as well, if indeed, you understood a 
reference to the Riverside mission to include Mr. Corydon. 

A Right. The first time I heard Mr. Corydon's 

name or would have recognized it was on the ship, probably 
in the mid '70s, '74, '75. I knew of his existence. He 

became significant to me when I was at ^Le-tm-aTf^Hot Springs. 

0 \ 

And this was at the time that there was a sheriff's raid on 
the Riverside mission. 

Q Could you tell us please what you recall about 

the information that came to your attention at that time? 

A One, that there had been a raid; and, two, 

that there was a concern that there likewise -- that the 
next step was a raid on the Gcflman Hot Springs property. 

And so there was a heightened security at that time. My 
recollection is that this was in 1979. 

Q Did you hear any further details about the 

purpose of that raid on the Riverside mission at that time? 

A My recollection is it had to do with obtaining 

loans for people to take services at the mission and that 
there was -- that there was something fraudulent about the 
loan applications, and they considered that there was some 
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kind of fraud going on, and it just slips my mind right at 
the moment. 

At the time I picked up the Riverside 
newspapers, and I clipped articles which concerned it. So 
I had, in addition to the organization statement -- because 
there was an alert J^r^thersbase at Gilman about that -- I 

a+ gP' 

had the -- I believe it was the Press Enterprise. I think 
that's the name of the newspaper out there. There were 
articles on it. 

Q Did you ever have reason to find out what 

the -- whether there were any convictions or indictments as 
a result of the raids? 

A I may have heard, but I don't know what 

happened after that. 

Q Okay. You mentioned that there was an alert. 

Would you please tell us what that is? There was an alert 
at the time of the Riverside raid? 

A Right. I was working -- my recollection is 

working in the — in the household unit at time. And that 
we were notified that there had been a raid in the 
Riverside mission by the sheriff's department. My 
recollection is that that was — that that specific 
instance was not tied -- that it predated the January 1980 
security scare where a massive culling was done, a 


massive 
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MS. BARTILSON: 


I'm going to object. 


That's not 


nonresponsive. 

THE DEPONENT: -- a massive documents shredding, and 
the two incidences are separate, and that Bent's incident 
predated it. But, in any case, I became familiar with Bent 
at that time, and that was -- and that was really the -- 
what I knew about him of significance. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you tell us please what 

the household unit was? You said you were working in the 
houses hold unit. What does that mean? 

A The household unit was the group of Sea org 

people who handled L. Ron Hubbard's personal needs. The 
personnel that I had had under my control as the head of 
the household unit during part of 1979 at the Gilman hot 

t 

Springs base were the LRH gear in charge, the LRH 
carpenter, LRH grounds and animals in charge. There was a 
household unit steward who remained at the property, took 
care of Hubbard's house on the property. 

Q And you stated that this household unit was 

composed of Sea org personnel? 

A Right. 

Q I don't believe that yesterday we identified 

for the record what the Sea org is. Would you please do so 
now. 

A The Sea organization was that group of 
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Scientologists who signed a billion year contract to carry 
out the purposes of Hubbard and Scientology. 

Q The alert — I want to go back to that because 

I'm not sure what you said in response to my question. 

Was there a written alert distributed at the 
time of the raid on Riverside mission? 

A I can't recall, and I can't tell you what form 

the alert came in. I do recall being notified, and I can't 
tell you who did the notification. But there was an alert. 
I knew about the raid, and I followed the progress in the 
newspaper. 

Q To the best of your recollection, why was the 

household unit concerned about a raid? Let me strike that. 

Was the household unit concerned about a raid 
on the household unit in the wake of the sheriff's raid on 
the Riverside mission? 

A Let me answer it this way. There was a 

continual concern about a raid and about security within 
the household unit and across the boards at the special 
unit at Gilman and prior to that at La Quinta. There were 

i 

individual specific times when, because of an outside event 
or because someone got an idea or for whatever reason, 
there was heightened security, a heightened alert. And 
that's what it was at that time. It was not that the 
household unit suddenly became concerned about L. Ron 
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Hubbard or o 


security. We were also concerned about 

Mi 0 ) 

L. Ron Hubbard' s^ecurity at times that was^heightened. 

And at times there were massive operations to do something 
about that, to upgrade the security or to destroy evidence. 

Q Why was the special unit which you've 

identified as Gilman Hot Springs concerned about government 

. . , f 

raids? 

MR. HERTZBERG: I don't think there's any foundation 

for that. 

MS. BARTILSON: Huh-uh. 

THE DEPONENT: First of all, there's a philosophic 

idea which pervades Scientology, and that is that there are 
enemies, and the government is a significant enemy. In 
1977 there had already been an FBI raid on the guardian's 
office, offices in Los Angeles and in Washington, D.C. 

There was, as well, during this time various 
civil litigants who were attempting to locate, serve L. Ron 
Hubbard. I, at least, was aware of some of that. I was 
briefed. I was a security guard at the La Quinta property 
and I was in his household unit. So I was very aware of 
how the enemy -- in this case, the government officials, 
law enforcement -- how they were viewed, the threat that 
they represented. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You said you were trained with 

regard to service of process or did I mishear you? 
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A I was aware. I was briefed on the fact that 

people may attempt to serve L. Ron Hubbard in litigation, 
so I was trained to avoid process servers, delay process 
servers, to not accept service of process, to alert 
Hubbard's minions, Hubbard's closest guys and Hubbard so 
that he could make his escape. 

MR. HELLER: Let me interpose an objection since I 
didn't fully understand the scope of the guestion -- move 
to strike the answer as -- 

THE DEPONENT: And — 

MR. HELLER: Let me just finish. I'm not sure -- 

again, I don't pretend to understand and say that I've got 
every single issue in the case, but I can't see how L. Ron 
Hubbard's efforts, if indeed any occurred at all or there 
were any lectures to avoid service of process from civil 
litigants, relates to the claims in Mr. Corydon's case. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let me respond briefly that while you 
were out of the deposition room, there was a question and a 
response with respect to what Mr. Armstrong heard about 

Mr. Corydon and Riverside mission while he was at Gilman 
Hot Springs. And that is what produced this line of 
questions. 

MR. HELLER: Might be. This line of questioning is 
still not relevant, regardless of what he heard about Bent 
Corydon. 
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Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Was that the only time -- was 

there any subsequent time to this 1979 news about a raid on 
the Riverside mission that you became aware of any 
information about Bent Corydon or the Riverside mission 
while you were at Gelman? 

A I have no present recollection. 

Q Okay. What about after Gilman or once you 

started on the archives project, was there any other time 
that Mr. Corydon and/or the Riverside mission came to your 
attention? 


A Not -- not significantly in any case. I 

became familiar with his name again. I heard it when SMI 
was being set up, Scientology Missions International. 

Q In what context did you hear his name? Do you 

recall what the information was or what you heard about him 
at that time? 


A Nothing significant. I knew he was a mission 

holder, my recollection is, in hot water of some kind. 
Conversations with Ed Brewer who is a close friend of mine 
who was in SMI and Joyce Drown, Joyce Holt, who later 

(&J 

became my wife, Jocelyn Armstrong but -- I have no details 
about Bent at that time. 

Q Okay. To your knowledge, was Mr. Brewer an 

attorney? 

A No. 
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Q Okay. Did you ever meet David Miscavige? 

A Yeah. 

Q Let's start this way: Did you ever have 

occasion to discuss Bent Corydon or the Riverside mission 
with David Miscavige? 

A I don't believe so. 

Q Okay. Do you consider yourself to have known 

Mr. Miscavige well from the time you were inside the 
Riverside mission? 

MR. HELLER: Objection; vague and ambiguous and 
irrelevant -- vague and ambiguous, rather. 

THE DEPONENT: Reasonably well. I could identify 

him. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: What was the contex in which 

you knew Mr. Miscavige? 

A Well, I knew him when he first came into the 

CMO in 1970 -- end of '75, beginning of '76. 

Q How did — 

A And then I knew him during the time that we 

were shooting movies, 1978, '79. I knew him very well 

while I was in the RPF, a few days he paid us a visit. And 
then — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Could we have those days? 

THE DEPONENT: Then I lost track of him, and then 
last time I saw him was in '85, up at the Christofferson 
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trial. 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: All right. Let's go through 

these one by one. You stated that you first knew him when 
he came into the CMO, as you put it, in either late 1975 or 
1976. How do you come to know that that's when he became a 
member of the CMO? 

A I was at that time married to Terri, 

T-e-r-r-i. And I had a lot of communication with the CMO, 
and I was present when David was communicating with her and 
other messengers about joining. 

Q Terri at that time was known as Terri 


Armstrong? 

A Right. 

Q Do you know what her present name is? 

A Gamboa, G-a-m-b-o-a. 

Q Did she have some position of responsibility 

with the CMO? 

A She was at that time the head of the CMO, 

COCMO, Commanding Officer of the Commodores Messenger 
Organization. 


Q Do you know what position Mr. Miscavige had 

prior to discussing with Terri Armstrong joining the CMO? 

A I do not believe at that time he was in the 

Sea organization, although I'm not certain of that. 

Q All right. Let's clarify. I was taking about 
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the CMO, and you said you don't believe he was at that time 
in the Sea organization. Would you clarify for us what you 
meant. 


A Well, in that you were looking for, I would 

imagine an organizational post, I don't know that he had 
one prior to his CMO posting. Although I don't -- you 
know, my initial contact with him was at -- at the 
conversation where he was, I believe, discussing coming 
into the CMO. 


Q The record is still not clear as to what 

exactly the relationship is then between the Sea org and 
the CMO and how you track that with regard to 
Mr. Miscavige. 


A CMO personnel, at least at that time, were 

also Sea^ra personal. So CMO is a smaller group within a 
0 r\ 

larger body of the Sea ^rganizae£ion. 

Q So at that time, Mr. Miscavige, to the best of 

your knowledge, was seeking to join the CMO directly? 

A I don't know if that's true. Just in answer 

to your question, what post did he have, I don't know of a 
post prior to that. 

Q Okay. Did you have any other contact with him 

prior to the period of time when you were involved in 
shooting movies, which you stated was '78, '79? 

A I had an encounter with him in -- I guess it's 
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1976 . 


Q Would you tell us the nature of that 

encounter, please. 

A I was in the RPF at the time and he was on a 

mission, an LRH mission along with Sue Pomeroy -- different 
name -- Walker. Perhaps she was Walker at the time. In 
any case, she's identifiable as Sue Pomeroy. And they were 
on an LRH mission which included to -- to the flag land 
base, which was the property in Clearwater. And part of 
their mission concerned actions taken into the RPF. 

Q At the time of this mission, was he now a 

member of the CMO to the best of your knowledge? 

A To the best my knowledge, yes, he had been for 

some period of time. 

Q So this was subseguent to that first round? 

A Right. Sue was not a member of the CMO. They 

were on an LRH mission together. 

Q What is an LRH mission? 

A It's a mission ordered by L. Ron Hubbard. 

Q Okay. And what was the contact you had with 

Mr. Miscavige at this time on -- while he was on an LRH 
mission to flag land base? 

A He had the job of brutalizing the RPF or he 

took it upon himself. 

Q Would you explain that, please? 
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A The line which Miscavige and Sue Pomeroy 

delivered to the RPF was that there wasn't enough running 
going on, there was too much slacking off. And their job 
was to instill discipline in the RPF. And they did it in a 
obscene vicious way. 

Q Let's clarify what you mean by not enough 

running. Is running a part of the RPF? 

A Well, it certainly became part of it at that 

time. It always had been. There was a lot of discipline 
in the RPF prior to that time. 

Q Okay. 

A They turned it into a -- they turned it into 

something psychotic. People were -- on their orders, we 
were required to run places where you shouldn't run. We 
were required to clean the floor of the garage with little 
hand brushes, hour after hour of this stuff, stupid, stupid 
acts done on his orders. And this was his -- Hubbard's 
mission carried out by him. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm going to object now. 

Wait a minute. 

I'm going to object to that last question, 
move to strike on relevance grounds and to this new line of 
inquiry that you've taken, Ms. Plevin. Mr. Armstrong's 
experiences in the church are totally irrelevant and 
predate the complaint, the subject of this lawsuit. I'm 
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not aware of any claim by Mr. Corydon that he was ever -- 
that Mr. Corydon was ever in the RPF, and I consider this 
to be an utter waste of time and totally irrelevant. And I 
would suggest we get back on track. 

MR. HELLER: Agreed. And it predates any aspects 
within the complaint as well, I can't imagine what this has 
got to do with Mr. Corydon's claim. 

MS. BARTILSON: Join. 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Miscavige is a defendant in this 
case, in part, because it is alleged that he ordered a 
variety of attacks on Mr. Corydon. The witness' knowledge 
about Mr. Miscavige and the possibility of seeing whether 
there is a pattern to that sort of the behavior on 
Mr. Miscavige is directly relevant to this lawsuit. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's exactly the problem with this 

line of questioning. If you want to ask him whether he saw 
any orders by Mr. Miscavige -- 

MS. PLEVIN: If you would let me ask — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Wait a minute. 

MS. PLEVIN: If you would let me do this deposition 

and ask appropriate questions, Mr. Hertzberg, we would get 
there, and you will have your opportunity to cross-examine. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Well, I don't want to waste time. 

THE DEPONENT: I'm going to the bathroom. 

MS. PLEVIN: The witness is going to the men's room. 
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(The deponent leaves the deposition room.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm going to make a statement for 

the record. This is precisely the problem here. If we get 
to the meat of the lawsuit that's -- you know, then I don't 
have a problem and I don't feel that we're wasting time. 

But when you talk about what you consider to be a pattern 
and practice and you, in this specific context, are even 
talking about an act which has nothing do with a single 
claim that Mr. Corydon has made about anything that 
occurred to him as a mission holder or as an 
ex-Scientologist, that is precisely why we're not dealing 
with anything relevant in the lawsuit. And I welcome you 
not to built up to what you consider to be what's relevant, 
but let's ask Mr. Armstrong questions. I think that that's 
what was contemplated by this deposition in this case. 

MR. HELLER: The authorities squarely state that you 
cannot -- I don't know what you call it -- a pattern and 
practice, there is no such relevant evidence of showing an 
unrelated events of what a defendant might have done, is 
contend to have done, has testified to have done and, 
trying to get that into evidence even through a discovery 
procedure dealing with allegations that are made about that 
defendant at another time, a later time respecting another 
person, this plaintiff, and in a completely different 
context. And your position that that is relevant, if 
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you're aware of the law, which I assume you are, is just 
incorrect. 


MS. PLEVIN: I am aware of the law. 

MR. HELLER: And if you want me to show you 
authorities to that extent, I'll be happy to do so. 

MS. BARTILSON: Utterly inadmissible. 

MS. PLEVIN: Totally admissible. 

MR. HELLER: I'll show you authorities that are not 

admissible. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let's wait until Mr. Armstrong comes 
back from the men's room. 

Off the record. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you observe, 

Mr. Armstrong, Mr. Miscavige give orders regarding the 
matters which you've testified to? 

A Yep. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Again, I'm going to object. I'm 
going to have a continuing objection to this line of 
questioning we're addressing -- well, I've stated the basis 
for the objection. 

MR. HELLER: And I join. 

MS. BARTILSON: I join also. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And what was the setting in 

which he gave these orders as you observed? 
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A 


Both in the RPF space, which was the third 


floor storage room at the Fort Harrison, and in the garage 
and other locations. He walked around with Sue or alone, 
observed the RPF, and issued orders. 

Q You've identified two types of orders, as I 

understand it, that people run and that people clean the 
garage floor with small brushes; is that correct? 


A 

Right. 

Q 

Any other kinds of orders? 

MR. 

HELLER: Same objection. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Same objection. 

MS . 

BARTILSON: Join. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Those are the ones, the individual 

ones which 

come to mind as orders. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Did you observe him hit 


anyone? 


A 

I don't believe so. 

Q 

Any other contact with Mr. Miscavige during 

the period 

of time in 1976 while you were in the RPF? 

A 

No. I believe that there was just one mission 


which was done to the RPF by him, and it was that. 

Q And just to clarify for the record, when you 

said that you referred to the RPF space, the third floor 
storage room, what do you mean by that? 


A 

In the Fort Harrison building was a space 
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which was used for storage, or it was considered a storage 
space. In 1976 it was allocated as the RPF space so the 
RPF members slept in there and did their courses and 
auditing in that space. 


Q 

Did you have any other -- okay. 


What was the next contact of the ones that 


you've mentioned that you had with Mr. Miscavige? 


A 

Shooting movies, 1978. 

Q 

What was your position at that time? 

A 

I had a number of them while shooting movies. 


I was the a*±.s in charge. I worked in camera unit^—^v I was 
the service chief, I was the assistant tixe the 

producer. I was the crew chief. I was the location 

scout. I acted in a number of the movies. And then I was 
again assigned to the RPF 

Q While you were — while the movies were being 

made -- let's look at that for a moment. Who was making 
these movies? 


MR. 

HELLER: Objection as to relevance. Now we're 

into movie- 

-making. What next? 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Who was doing it? 

A 

What would you like? 

MR. 

HELLER: I'd like to ask for something that 


remotely relates to this litigation as a matter of fact. 
But I'm sure I'm not going to get it. 
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THE DEPONENT: 


Oh, now, you have. 


MR. HELLER: Good, why don't you go ahead and 
testify. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Who was in charge of making 

these movies or who was directing them? 

A Hubbard directed the operation, and all of the 

people involved were Sea org personnel. 

Q Okay. Did your role, your various roles as 

you described bring direct contact with Hubbard with regard 
to movies? 

A Yes. 

Q On a frequent basis? 

A Yes. 

Q And was this the context in which you also had 

contact with Mr. Miscavige as it relates to making movies? 

A Yes. 

Q And could you tell us what your contacts with 

Mr. Miscavige were at that time? 

A Pretty well all my contact at that time was 

while on the set. Miscavige was a camera man, and I had 

various functions on various sets of the movies that we 
were shooting. I did not have many, if any, conversations 
with him of any length. We communicated as necessary on 
the set. 

Q And I think you stated that after you had some 
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stint in working on these movies you were again assigned to 
the RPF. Is that your testimony? 

A Right. 

Q Did you have any contact with Mr. Miscavige 

during the second period in the RPF? 

A If I did, there isn't anything very 

significant. 

Q Did you have any further contact with 

Mr. Miscavige while you were still a member of the 
organization? 

A I had contact with him, but I didn't have -- 

nothing that comes to mind right now as significant. 

Q No particular substance to the communication 

or location? 

A Not that I recall. 

Q Is there anything that would help remind you 

with regard to what the nature of your contacts were while 
you were still inside the organization? 

MR. HELLER: I'll object. I don't understand. 

THE DEPONENT: I don't think so. I can't come up 

with anything else. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. At the time -- from the 

time that you mentioned having contact with Mr. Miscavige 
while you were in the RPF at flag land base, were you aware 
of any changes in Mr. Miscavige's posts while you were 
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still inside the organization? 

A Oh, yeah. He continued throughout that period 

to be in the CMO, but he moved up continually from the 
point I've met him when he was about to enter or was 
entering the CMO to the point where I left the 
organization. His power increased within the organization 
a great deal so that by the time I left, he was a 
significant power in the CMO. 

Q Were these -- was this a series of changes or 

did it happen all at once? 

A No. It happened over a period of years from 

1976 through 1981. It became known -- it was known to me 
in the PR bureau. It was known through many discussions, 
not that I recall with David Miscavige, but through what I 
had to do on my post in the organization, that Miscavige, 
beginning in 1980 -- yeah, beginning in 1980 — became a 
conduit to Hubbard. He was a communication relay point. 

It was known that Miscavige could get something to Hubbard. 

Q Was this of -- why was this significant? 

A It just indicated what — that he was on that 

command line and was in that position to get communications 
to Hubbard. 


Q Where was Hubbard at this time if you know? 

A I did not know the location. I know he was in 


hiding. 
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Q He was not at Gelman? 

A Correct. Maybe it was not clear. Aside from 

« 

some visits to the Gilman Hot Springs property, Hubbard did 
not, to my knowledge, ever reside on the property, 
certainly not during the time when I was there. 

Q And not while you were making movies? 

A Right. 

Q And was your -- strike that. 

Did the organization put out any announcements 
with respect to changes in Mr. Miscavige's roles during the 
period that you were there? 

A They may have. I have no current knowledge. 

I don't know. 

Q You said that while you were in the PR bureau 

this increasing strength of Mr. Miscavige within the 
organization became known to you in some way because of 
your position in the PR bureau. Is that a fair 
characterization of your testimony in a few minutes ago? 

MR. HELLER: I object to your mischaracterization of 

the testimony. The record speaks for itself. If you have 
questions ask him questions. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: In what way did this come to 

your attention as a result of being in the PR bureau? 

A I worked very closely with Laurel Sullivan who 

was the LRH public relations officer at that time. And I 
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MR. HELLER: It's irrelevant. It lacks foundation. 

It's vague and ambiguous. 

THE DEPONENT: And I really am -- I had at that time 
formed or had began to form my own opinion, but it was -- 
but the opinion which I was forming was not the kind of 
opinion that would ever be broadly discussed within 
Scientology. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: What was the opinion you were 

forming at that time? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Objection on the same grounds. Vague 
and ambiguous. 

THE DEPONENT: I was forming the opinion that he was 

dishonest and vicious. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Ms. Plevin, I'm going to renew my 
objection. I think that this is a complete, immaterial 
waste of time for us to be sitting here talking about this 
witness' own personal opinion about a defendant in this 
case, all right. 

It does not relate to any of the causes of 
action; it's immaterial to them. And I think this -- we're 
really reaching a point now and, I don't say this lightly, 
that this deposition clearly has gone beyond the pale -- 
getting into, I believe, an absolutely abusive inquiry 
here. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Was there any basis for 
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your — any basis for your opinions or the opinion you were 
forming at that time other than what you've already stated 
to us as your knowledge of Mr. Miscavige? 

MR. HELLER: Objection, the deponent's opinion has 
no relevance to discovery or other purposes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Join. 

THE DEPONENT: I had observed his dealings with 


other people — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Now, I'm going to -- 
THE DEPONENT: — Shouting. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm going to ask -- 

MS. PLEVIN: Would you let's Mr. Armstrong finish 
his answer. 


THE DEPONENT: His willingness and action to attack 

Of 

people, you know, verbally abusive. He Tt-rnnlr-^^- i + st 


in my mind for some period of time, and I've probably said 
it in a deposition earlier, as being the only person I ever 
knew who lied directly to L. Ron Hubbard. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And how — 

A There w^two occasions. Both of them were on 

the set, and they had to dowith something he did do or 
didn't do, and that's what -- it in my mind as 

something really significant because I was -- you know, 

I — there's I suppose the impulse, you know, when Hubbard 
would, you know, who likewise could be threatening and 

11-67 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


abusive and intimidating, and he would ask something, I 
suppose, which would put you on the spot. And you know, if 
you tell him — because he's already looking for it -- 
you're going to get hammered. But it always seemed like I 
always would, and I never did ever lie to the guy. But I 
observed on two occasions Miscavige blatantly just lie, and 
it stuck in my mind as something significant. And he was. 
He was abusive of people, demeaning. That's the way he 
operated. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. Ms. Plevin, I'm going to move 

to strike this as nonresposive. It's not relevant. 

Ms. Plevin, you are continuing to embark on an abusive line 
of questioning in my opinion here. Whatever 
Mr. Armstrong's opinion is of Mr. Miscavige's character 
traits are completely and utterly immaterial to the causes 
of action against your client. And I note that 
Mr. Armstrong has just given his vague, conclusionary 
opinion without references to your client; and there is, 
therefore, no possible materiality to this inquiry. 

MS. BARTILSON: I'll have to join. It's obvious a 

smear campaign is going on. It has nothing do with 

Mr. Corydon's claim against these defendants if any. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Is it correct, Mr. Armstrong, 

that when -- that the lies you refer to had to do with the 
movie making project? 
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Same objection. 


A Right. 

MR. HERTZBERG: 

MS. BARTILSON: Join. 

MR. HELLER: Join the objection. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: During the period of time when 

you were a member of the organization, did you ever have 
occasion to meets Norman Starkey? 

A Yeah. 

Q Would you tell us please what the occasions 

were that you met Norman Starkey? 

A Well, I knew Norman quite well. He became the 

captain of the ship, I believe, in early^ld-0tr -- 1972 . And 
I was at that time the ship -- it might have even have been 
earlier, and I might have been the driver, ship's driver. 
But as the captain — he, the captain, and me the, first of 
all, driver and then the ship's representative — I had a 
lot of instances, times of communicating with him. 

He was my organizational senior within the -- 
on the ship there were three major units. One was called 
the ^TagShip ©rga nization. One was at that time called the 
flag /Administration Organization. And one was called the 
flag ^lreaus. I was in the flagship Organization, and 
Norman, as the captain of the ship, was the head of the 
jlLagShip (Organization. 

Q Okay. 

11-69 



WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


A And between us was the port captain. So it 

went from Starkey, |fort 1 (captain, me organizationally. But 


me 


I had a lot of communication with him. He as (captain; 
as ^hipSran. 

I'd like you to focus now on the period 
between 1978 to the time you left the organization. 

A Okay. 

Q Did you have occasion during that period of 

time to be familiar with roles that Mr. Starkey was 
fullfilling? 

MR. HELLER: What time period? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: '78 until he left the 

organization. 

A Yeah. 

Q Okay. What were those positions? 

A He — I was at the La Quinta property when he 

arrived so — initially we worked together on some -- it's 

N£sf 

called the ma&a project, working on the studio doing some 
roofing workv^And then he became involved in making movies 
and I was already involved in making movies. There was a 
period of time when I was his assistant. He was the 
producer, and I was his assistant. 

MR. HELLER: What time period is this, 

Mr. Armstrong? 

THE DEPONENT: 1978. 
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Q 


BY MS. PLEVIN: 


And then? 


A And then I was assigned to the RPF so I didn't 

have much more communication with him at that time until -- 
I guess -- probably 1981. 

Q What was his position at that time, if you 

know? 


A He was on a mission. He was on a legal 

mission which later became known as fertission /^Ll ^4ear. And 
we had some communication at that time. He had just gotten 
into the legal game, and he had me do some research on the 
concept of stare decisis. And then I visited him once. He 
was sick. Something had happened to him. He was very ill 
at one point, and I took him something, a pocketbook or 
something like that. 

Norman and I were quite, quite close, we hung 
out together, we went riding bikes together. We -- 

MR. HELLER: What was the time period when you 
visited him. 


THE DEPONENT: I think it was '81. It was in Los 

Angeles and I just recall him being, you know, very sick at 
one point. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Hmm. 

A And that was pretty well the last contact I 

had with him. 


Q Person-to-person contact? 
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A Yeah. 

Q When you say that Mr. Starkey was on a legal 

mission, would you clarify for the record what that means? 

A He and — he. Oh, a mission is a specific 

operation to be done on which the missionaries are briefed, 
fired, perform the operation, return and debrief. So it's 
simply is an action taken by the organization with specific 
missionaries separate from the everyday routine of the 
organization. 

Q Okay. 

A In this case it was a legal mission because it 

dealt with legal matters. He and Terri, then Terri Gamboa, 
were the two people with whom I had some contact on that 
mission and who I knew, you know, what they were up to and 
what they were doing. 

Q What was the function of that mission? 

A That was the ('Mission $L1 ^iear, and it was to 

resolve L. Ron Hubbard's legal problems. 

Q I believe that there are in at least one of 

your declarations that have already been identified you 
describe that mission. And if so, if you recall that to be 
true, we need not go into the functions of that mission. 

Do you recall that to be true, Mr. Armstrong? 

A Whatever I've written in any declaration I 

would state is true. 
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Q We could go back and check that to see if it's 

been adequately dealt with in the declaration. Let's move 


on. 


Did Mr. Starkey have any role in connection 
with your archives project? 

A Ah, yeah. Norman came into the archives one 

time and we communicated about it. He became aware, I 
guess, through my comments and through other channels that 
I was disagreeing with what L. Ron Hubbard had been saying 
about himself. And Starkey wrote a dispatch from his 
position as within the fjll £tear legal mission to the CMO 
out at the ^Special Uu it, out at Gilman Hot Springs, that I 

gee 

be checked on this subject; that I was -- that I had 

out ruds with regard to Hubbard and that I was saying 
things about him which were uncomplimentary. 

Q What does .se-t check mean? 

A It's an interrogation of someone using the 

E-meter. 



Q 

identified 

A 

electronic 
detector. 


And I don't think the E-meter has been 
in this record, would you please do so? 

It's an electropsychometer, it's a -- it's an 
device which is used by sec checkers as a lie 


Q Is it at all similar in your understanding to 

what is commonly -- strike that. 
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And what is out ruds? 


A Well, I was being critical of L. Ron Hubbard 

and criticalness indicates, in Hubbard thought, that I had 
overts or withholds against L. Ron Hubbard and out ruds are 
those things. 

Q We needs to clarify what are overts and 

withholds? 


A An overt is an act, a contrasurvival act, an 

laggressive act against anyone or anything. A withhold is 
the nondisclosure that such an act is held in the mind but 
not disclosed. 

Q All right. So having reviewed these several 

definitions that you've given us, is it a correct or 
reasonable translation of your statement that you were sec 
checked at Mr. Starkey's suggestion because you had or 
believed to have critical ideas regarding Mr. Hubbard? 

A No, I wasn't sec checked. 

MR. HELLER: Excuse me, Mr. Armstrong. I'm 
interposing an objection based on relevance that 
Mr. Armstrong was sec checked by Mr. Starkey on an archives 
project does not related to any issues in this litigation. 

I recall nothing that has anything to do with the archives 
proj ect. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Were you ever sec checked? 

A Yes. 
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Q On how many &b4-e« r trlons'V 

MR. HELLER: Same objection. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm going to join that. We're now 

talking about -- as far as I can tell we're back to talking 
about Mr. Armstrong's general claims or experiences with 
respect to his life in the Church of Scientology. I 
thought we were here for the Corydon case. 

MR. HELLER: I know you have asked some questions 

relating to background of how Mr. Armstrong knew 
Mr. Starkey and the times he had delt with him or met him, 
and none of us interposed objections, making the assumption 
that this was going to be a foundation to something 
relating to the issues in this lawsuit. 

And I don't propose to impose an objection or 
any objections to that now. And I'll look at them as 
foundational questions. But now you're into things that 
clearly you're putting on to show some sort of negative 
taint on a nonparty to this litigation. Which, again, has 
nothing to do with any of the issues which are pled by you 
in a rather comprehensive 50-plus page complaint. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Were you sec checked -- 

A Many occasions, probably 50. 

MR. HELLER: Would you like to proffer how this is 
relevant in any way or should we guess? 

MS. BARTILSON: I'm going to join the objection. 
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Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And — 

MR. HELLER: I guess not. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Were you ever sec checked by 

more than one person at the same time? 


A 

No. 

Q 

Did you ever hear of this procedure being 


done? 


A 

Yeah. 

Q 

Does that have a common name? 

MR. 

. HERTZBERG: Now we're talking about -- just to 


further highlight how far afield we're going, not only have 
we now -- not only were we talking about Mr. Armstrong's 
experience as opposed to any knowledge he might or might 
not have about Mr. Corydon's experiences, but we are now 
talking about Mr. Armstrong — apparently about whether 
Mr. Armstrong knows about anything that's happened to 
somebody else other than Bent Corydon. 

MS. BARTILSON: Or if he's ever heard of anything 
happening to anyone else. 

DEPOSITION OFFICER: One at a time. Take your turn, 

take a number. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: All right. I made my objection. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: Okay. 

--- 

r Q 

What is that procedure called? / 

A 

I have come to know it as the gang^ bang sec 
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check. 


Q Did you observe any change in Mr. Starkey's 

position during the period '78 - '80 to the time you left? 

A Oh, yeah, by the time I left, he had 

significant influence in that position. 

Q What? 

A On that mission all clear. You know the 

selection contracting of attorneys for L. Ron Hubbard, the 
formulation of legal strategies as opposed to his arrival 
at La Quinta where we were both doing labor together. 

Q And where on the hierarchy of the persons -- 

where on the hierarchy of people close to Mr. Hubbard did 
that put Mr. Starkey, if you know? 

A All clear was operated by David Miscavige. 

David Miscavige was on — was one step away from Hubbard. 
Hubbard, Miscavige, to the mission. 

Q Did you observe -- strike that. 

Was there any other name that this all clear 
project had so far as you know? 

A May have. I don't -- I'm not certain. 

Q Okay. 

A I suppose it would have had originally a 

mission number, but I don't know. 

Q Don't speculate. That's fine. 

Let's go off the record for a second. 
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(Discussion held off the record.) 


MS. PLEVIN: I have one fill-in question from awhile 

back and then I want to go on to one other person, which 
should take another 15, 20 minutes at least. If you want 
to break for lunch, we can do it now. Or we can go through 
another individual. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's do another individual. Let's 
push on. I really would like to see it wrapped up. 

MS. PLEVIN: I don't think your hope is going to be 

realized today, but we'll do what we can to push on. 

Q Do you know what position Mr. Brewer, Ed 

Brewer, who you mentioned a while back, held in the 1981 
period, 1981, '82. Or '82 was after you were out. So at 

the time that you left the organization, do you know what 
position he held? 

A He -- I understood and I saw communications 

from him in which he had a designation, if not SMI legal, 
then something very close to that. So he was the SMI legal 
in charge or something like that. 

Q Okay. You saw certain documents which had 

that designation on it? 

A Right. 

Q Do you know what documents those were? 

A Oh, not at moment, I couldn't. 

Q But he was not an attorney? 
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A Correct. 

Q Was Mr. Starkey an attorney? 

A No. 

Q Did you ever meet Heber Jentzsch? 

A Yes. 

Q When did you meet Heber Jentzsch. 

A The first time was, I believe, in 1975. 

Q Was he a Scientologist at the time to the best 

of your knowledge? 

A Oh, wait, yeah, that's the first I met him. I 

saw him just before that, but I met him in 1975. And, yes, 
he was a Scientologist. And the meeting was at, I believe, 
Celebrity Center in Los Angeles. And maybe on t+rC~8th in 


Los Angeles. 



Q 

the time 
A 
Q 

seen him, 
A 


probably 



A 

Q 


To clarify the record, you're talking about 
you first meet him in 1975? 

Right. 

Or what you believe was 1975. And you had 
however, sometime before that? 

Yeah, that was just he came to Vancouver 
1970 on a recruitment mission along with Yvonne 
- Yvonne Jentzsch, J-e-n-t-z-s-c-h; H-e-b-e-r. 
You did not speak with him at that time? 

No. 

Were you recruited into the Sea org as a 
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result of that mission. 


A I suppose. I mean, not as a direct result. 

It had an impact. 

Q And what was the nature of your contact with 

Mr. Jentzsch in 1975? 

A I spent some time with him. I was then 

married to Terri who was Yvonne's daughter. Yvonne was 
then married to Heber. So while we were in the Los Angeles 
area we spent some time with Heber. 

Q You're talking about while you and Terri were 

in the Los Angeles area you spent some time with Heber? 

A Yeah. 

Q Did you mean Heber and his wife? Was it 

social? 

A Yes, it was social. 

Q So in 1975 when you said you met Heber 

Jentzsch, you weren't referring to any specific incident? 
you refer to knowing him generally at that period of time? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you know what position he held at that 

time? 

A I believe he was at that time -- I believe he 

was guardian's office public relations. 

Q Were you aware of any missions or functions 

that he -- strike that. 
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Were you aware of any missions that he 
fulfilled during that period of time as guardian's office 
public relations? 

MR. HELLER: 1975 now? 

MS. PLEVIN: '75, yes. 

THE DEPONENT: No, no recollection. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Do you know whether he 

had been in the guardian's office prior to assuming the 
public relations role? 

A No information. 

Q Did you have occasion after this 1975 period 

to have other contacts with Mr. Jentzsch? 

A The next time, I believe, was in 1978 at the 

Fort Harrison, at the time of the death of Yvonne Jentzsch. 

Q And -- 

A So he was there for that. And I was there 

with Terri. 

Q Was this over a long period of time or couple 

of days? 

A No, just a couple of days. They just -- so it 

was for that purpose, nothing organizational. 

Q Any subsequent contact with Mr. Jentzsch? 

A I may have. I certainly saw him many times 

while I was in Los Angeles, but I don't believe I had any, 
any further direct organizational contact. When I say that 
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I mean, you know, business in the organization. 

Q In 1978 do you know whether he was still in 

public relations for the guardian's office? 

A As far as I know, he continued in the PR 

position in the GO right up to the present time. 

Q Now, when we talk about the guardian's office, 

are we talking about the function within Scientology for 
which staff are trained on the check sheets that have been 
identified here as the Information Full Hat or the B-l hat? 

A Well, the guardian's office had and it's -- 

and you can see by the organizational chart, which is in 
this pack, there was a public relations bureau, finance 
bureau, legal bureau and intelligence bureau. There were 
other smaller bureaus at various times, service bureau and 
so on. Each one -- this is a pack for the intelligence 
bureau, for intelligence personnel. Heber was in the 
public relations bureau. 

So, strictly speaking, his pack of materials, 
although there are many things here which are both legal 
and PR — the org board itself, the guardian PR — and 
many of these things Heber would have -- I'm speculating, 
but just to give you some understanding of the guardian's 
organization, Heber would have studied many of these 
materials. But in that he was not strictly speaking an 
intelligence personnel, he probably or may not have done 
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this specific hat. 

Q Do you know whether there was a separate hat 

for public relations persons or more specifically public 
relations persons in the guardian's office? 

A I don't believe I've ever seen a PR hat, but 

that is -- that's standard throughout the organization. 

In the port captain's office, while I was on 
board, I was in three -- essentially three bureaus: PR, 

legal, and intelligence. Each one of those activities, 
each one of those posts, had its own hat in the port 
captain's office. 

In 1975 we moved underneath the -- could have 
been the end of 1974. We organizationally moved underneath 
a guardian's office which was brought on board. So there 
were guardian's office personnel on board the ship who 
supervised the activities of the port captain's office. 

So I've not seen a GO PR, GO legal or GO 
finance hat that I know of. But organizationally that was 
the way across the boards it was done. That is, each one 
would have its separate hat separate from this. 

Q And you never separately studied a PR hat? 

A I did in the port captain's office but not a 

GO PR hat. 

Q Did the PR hat in the port captain's office 

contain a document known as TRL? 
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A 


I don't 


I don't have a recollection of 


that. 


DEPOSITION OFFICER: I need to change paper. 

MS. PLEVIN: Well, fine. While you're changing 
paper, why don't we take a break. 

(The noon recess was taken.) 

MS. PLEVIN: Back on the record. Is Ms. Bartilson 
returning? 

MR. HELLER: We're ready to start without her. 

MR. HERTZBERG: She's been here, but after we 

weren't here at 1:15, she went back to make a call. 

Let me make an observation for the record 
before we start. At the break counsel suggested that we 
reconvene at 1:15. The various counsel representing the 
various defendants were ready to go at 1:15. And by my 
watch, plaintiff and his group arrived -- and the 
witness -- arrived at 1:25. 

Let's go forward. 

MS. PLEVIN: I think that is an absolute outrageous, 

horrible thing that we did, Mr. Hertzberg. And if you want 
to come over here and hit me on the hand, I think you 
should hit me with a wet noodle. 

MR. HERTZBERG: And that's on the record. 

THE DEPONENT: We'll stay 12 minutes after 4:00 to 
make up for it. 
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Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Are you comfortable 

with proceeding at this point, Mr. Armstrong? 


A 

Yeah. 

Q 

Okay. Did you ever meet Lyman Spurlock? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

When did you first meet Lyman Spurlock? 

A 

1977 . 

Q 

And in what capacity was he in at that time to 


the best of your knowledge? 


A 

He was an auditor at La Quinta. 

Q 

And at that time about how many people were at 


La Quinta? 


A 

50, 60. 

Q 

That was principally the household unit? 

A 

No, no. 

Q 

Okay. How would you define the group that was 


at La Quinta in 1977? 

A I arrived at the end of 1977, and there were a 

group of technical people, auditors, and that's the part of 
the group that Lyman was a part of at that time. There 
were other people who were involved in preparations for 
shooting movies. There was a CMO unit, and there was a 
household unit. Those are the principal groups. 


Q 

Was Hubbard residing there at that time? 

A 

Hubbard arrived within a day or two of that. 
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Q Of your arrival? 

A Right. 

Q Did you have any personal, direct contact with 

Lyman Spurlock while you were at La Quinta? 

A Yeah. 

Q In what capacity? 

A He audited me briefly. 

Q Okay. 

A And he was involved in the movie project 

although not to the extent I was because he remained on the 
technical side of things throughout that time. 

Q And subsequent to this initial period in 1977, 

did you have any other contact with Lyman Spurlock? Well, 
let me withdraw that question and approach it in a 
different way. 

To the best of your knowledge, did Lyman 
Spurlock assume any other posts between 1977 through the 
time you left the organization other than the post of an 
auditor? 

A Yes, he had a financial position in the 

organization. 

Q And did that position have a title? 

A It did, and I knew it and I may be able to 

recall it, but I don't at the moment. You know kind of 
a -- I'm just not certain. 

11-86 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


Lyman testified in my trial in 1984. 


That was 


the last time I had any contact with him. 

Q Was that financial position a position within 

any specific corporate or entity of Scientology that you 
are aware of? 

A Not certain. 

Q How were you aware that he had any sort of 

financial position at all? 

MR. HELLER: You said a what position? 

MS. PLEVIN: Financial. 

MR. HELLER: What year are we talking about now? Is 

it this still '77? 

THE DEPONENT: No. '77 would have been the first 

contact I had with him, would have been minimal. 1978, 
again, I had some contact with him. We lived on the same 
property. And there he remained a technical person and, 
like I say, he audited me one or two or maybe -- I don't 
know how many sessions, not a great deal. 

And I had some business with him which brought 
me in contact with him to an office that he had at the La 
Quinta property, and I became aware that he was a -- was 
involved in finance in a very high position in the 
organization with almost a supervisory capacity over 
guardian's office finance. That was what the conclusion 
which I was able to draw from what I knew that he was doing 
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at that time. I did not have a great deal of contact or 
business with him in that capacity. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: How did you know what he was 


doing at that time? 

A It may have been a posting. During that time 

the -- there was a taking over of guardian's office 

functions by the CMO. In a previous period, guardian's 

office finance was — wielded a great deal of power, had 
control underneath Hubbard of a lot of financial matters 
within the organization. 

Beginning in '79 and into '80 aft^^the 
indictments of the GO people -- Jane Kember, J^o-erC'' O 

Budlong — there was a move by the CMO to take over control 
of those activities which had previously been GO finance. 

Q Was — 

A And Lyman Spurlock was instrumental in those 

activities. 


Q Was he a member of the CMO? 

A I don't know. I don't believe he was 

officially posted to the CMO. He was operating on CMO 
orders on CMO missions. But the specifics of that, I don't 
know. That's what I knew that he was doing by proximity to 
him and proximity to the organization. But I myself was 
not involved in the restructuring of the -- of the GO, the 
takeover of the GO by the CMO, the takeover of GO 
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financing, I was not. 

Q Did you see orders regarding the CMO taking 

over the function of the guardian's office? 

A I — I don't have any recollection of that. 

I've seen orders relating to the restructuring and the -- 
around the time that I was leaving, but I just -- I don't 
know. 

Q When you say the restructuring about the time 

you were leaving, are you referring to the restructuring of 
the guardian's office or some other? 

A The creation of a new organizational and 

corporate front. The way it was -- the creation of Church 
of Scientology International, the creation of RTC, new 
corporate entities which were being created at that time. 

So I knew about these things. I saw publications which 
related to them. I saw Hubbard orders regarding SMI and 
related things. 

There were a lot of corporate moves, 
machinations which were being done at that time. Lyman was 
part of that, Norman Starkey, Terri Gamboa, Laurel had been 
involved in that. And I was involved in the early days of 
that on the MCCS project. 

Q Did you — was Lyman also involved in the MCCS 

project? 

A You know, I have a recollection of some 
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traffic, some communications going back and forth with 
Lyman, but I don't — nothing specific that I recall. I 
believe he was more connected to the Norman Starkey, Terri 
Gamboa operation. 

Q With regard to what? 

A He was the financial guy. 

Q The financial person in connection with the 

MCCS project? Is that what you mean? I have difficulty 
following that. 

A No. You asked me about him in connection with 

MCCS and I have -- you know, I knew that he was involved in 
finances at that point. And I -- you know, I have a 
recollection of -- but it's vague. I'm not able to pull up 
what it was. So . . . 

Q Okay. 

A But I knew that he was more involved certainly 

with the — see there was these two legal missions which, 
for a period of time, overlapped a little bit. One was 
MCCS; one was the jflfllssion j^Ll ar. 

Q What is MCCS stand for? 

A Mission Corporate Category Sortout. 

Q And what was your function — what was the 

function of that mission? 

A It was designed to work out legal strategies 

and legal actions by which Hubbard could continue to 
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control the organization without legal risk to him. 

Q You were assigned to this project? 

A Yeah. I was originally the MCCS second. 

Laurel was MCCS first. She was the mission in charge. And 
I worked with her for a period of time at the same time 
that I moved into the PR bureau to do the work for the 
archives and biography. 

Q And what time are we looking at with your 

involvement with the MCCS project started? 

A The beginning of 1980. And it was pretty 

intense for a couple of months. And then my involvement in 
that project decreased, and I didn't have a great deal to 
do with it. I remained a — I did some courier work for 
her, delivering documents and so on. And I continued to 
have a communication, at least up to the point of the 
contracting of Omar Garrison with the attorney that she was 




working with; namely, Allan W<^rthheimer 

at you 
,//<V3K 


Q And the "she" that you jusjk-^referred to, your 

.. ? 

referring to Laurel 


A Right. 

Q And who did you work with on the project in 

addition to Laurel, the MCCS mission? 

A The first -- a guy by the name of Rick 

Klingler, K-l-i-n-g-l-e-r I believe. He was a GO staff guy 
who was assigned for a period of time to MCCS. And then 
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there was — what's her name? There's another GO staffer 
who became involved, and her name slips my mind at the 
moment. Barbara De Celle and Dick Sullivan were all 
involved in the MCCS mission. 

Q Any of these people attorneys? 

A No. Worthheimer who I mentioned. 

Q Right. Were there any written orders 

regarding the function of MCCS? 

A Yes, there were a number of Hubbard orders 

which initiated it, and I read those, was briefed on those 
at the beginning of the MCCS mission. 

Q Were these in Hubbard's handwriting? 

A I don't believe so. I think everything, now 

that I recall, was typed. 

Q Did Hubbard type his orders himself? 

A I was not -- I was not with him at the time. 

I believe not. 


Q 

Hubbard? 

A 


How did you identify orders as coming from 
Do you understand the question? 

Yeah. They had identifying marks on them in 


some way. 

Q Such as? 

A Such as — such as an R, such as an asterisk, 

such as the route by which they came. 

Q Did they ever simply say they were from L. Ron 
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Hubbard? 


A 

Very -- 


MR. HERTZBERG: May I just make an observation, 

Ms. Plevin, I don't believe that the witness was finished 
with his last answer. 

MS. PLEVIN: I'm sorry. 


Q 

If you weren't, please continue. 

A 

So not during that period. 

Q 

The question was how else they may have been 


identified, and you had stated by an R, by an asterisk, by 
the route by which they came? 


A 

Right. 

Q 

Were there any other ways that you identified 

orders as 

having come from Hubbard? 

A 

Mainly by being represented that they were 


orders from Hubbard. 


Q 

And who was -- 

A 

That is someone would say, I knew -- obviously 

if it's iv 

1st typed, someone could, you know, create a 


Hu board document as if it's from Hubbard pretty 
easily. However, the documents which I saw were, first of 
all, in his style; secondly, they were represented to be 
from him; thirdly, they certainly were prepared as if with 
having his interests specifically in mind. And I had seen 
other similar documents on -- in -- on other subjects which 
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were prepared in an identical or almost identical manner. 


Q 

which you 
Hubbard? 

A 

Q 

came from 
A 

asterisk. 
They were 
him. 


By that you're referring to other documents 
had other means of verifying that they came from 

Right. 

What were those means of verifying that they 
Hubbard, those other documents? 

They likewise contained either an R, an 
a subject matter which was his specifically, 
an answer to communications which had gone to 


Now again, I say this -- I've deduced that and 
there is the possibility that, you know, we were all conned 
into believing that they were coming from L. Ron Hubbard, 
but it was his style of doing things and I had no reason at 
the time to doubt that they were not from him. 

Q When you say contained an R or an asterisk, 

would you clarify what you mean by that? You don't mean 
any R on the page, anywhere on the document. That wouldn't 

make sense. Could you clarify for the record what you mean 

by containing an R or an asterisk? 

A Yeah. An R, you know, R for Ron. 

Q Uh-huh. 

A And he also went — an asterisk. He came to 

be known rather than sign things R, they -- through my 
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period of time in Scientology, there were various 
designations which he used or were given him to give him 
deniability. So something that was not signed by him, 
clearly he could later say, wasn't him. Everyone -- you 
know, those people who received it and had to act on those 
orders, knew and it was represented to them that that was 
an order from Hubbard. And you treated it just the same as 
if he'd signed L. Ron Hubbard on it. 

Q The simple clarification then, if I'm correct, 

is that when you say it had an R or an asterisk, do you 
mean in lieu of his signature and in the place where his 
signature otherwise would be? 

A Right. 

Q And when you say that it could be represented 

to you that the order came from Hubbard as another means of 
authenticating it as having coming from Hubbard, what 
individuals would be the kind of individuals who could make 
that representation credibly? 

A Miscavige. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I want to object as to the form when 

you say could have. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Why don't we — okay. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And did Mr. Miscavige ever 

make that representation to you? 
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me. 


A 


Not to me. Laurel made that representation to 


Q And on what basis did she, to the best of your 

knowledge, make that representation to you? 

A She was the recipient of the communications. 

It came via Miscavige. 

Q Would there be -- during -- we're talking -- 

we got into this inquiry with regard to the MCCS project 
which you placed sometime in 1980? 

A Right. 

Q Would this pattern of communication -- what 

period of time to the best of your knowledge did this 
pattern of communication occur during? Throughout your 
time at Gelman or at La Quinta on the archives project, 
what? 

A Yeah, during my period of time at Gilman and 

during the period of time on the archives project. 

Now, following the MCCS documents and there 
was another few and related subjects around the same time. 

I saw the order relating to the obtaining for him a Nobel 
prize. I saw orders relating to SMI during that period. 

And then of that type of communication, there was -- those 
would have been the last that I saw until sometime, I 
believe, in 1981 when the PR Bureau received Hubbard's 
manuscript for what became known as "Battle Field Earth." 
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And there were communications of a similar nature included 


in that, directions which Hubbard gave regarding that 
manuscript. 

Q You saw the physical manuscript? 

A Right. 

Q In the PR office? 

A Right. 

Q What orders, if you recall, did you see 

regarding SMI that you mentioned a moment ago? 

A Oh, there was a number, number of them. That 

was the billion dollar caper one I think. 

Q You'll have to explain that. 

A Hubbard described his idea for SMI. In one of 

those documents he called it a billion dollar caper, the 
establishment of this — essentially selling parishes, 
selling franchises, getting -- selling people packages of 
Hubbard's materials to set up missions. So in -- I saw all 
of those. I saw a number of them. I saw all that I saw 
while in the PR Bureau and while involved in the MCCS 
mission. 

Q Did you ever have occasion to discuss those 

orders regarding SMI with Ed Brewer? 

A It's very likely, but I have no present 

recollection of discussing those things with him. 

Q Okay. Apart from David Miscavige, to the best 
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of your knowledge, was there anyone else who represented to 


Laurel Sullivan or to yourself that a document came or an 
order came from Hubbard? 

MR. HERTZBERG: I want to object to the form of the 

question because it misstates the prior testimony. 

MR. HELLER: Absolutely. In fact, it was precisely 
the opposite that was testified to. 

MS. PLEVIN: Well, the record will speak for itself. 
I'll rephrase the question so there's no confusion about 

it. 

Q You testified that Laurel Sullivan would 

represent to you on occasion that a document was 
represented -- strike that. 

To the best of your knowledge, did anyone 
other than Mr. Miscavige represent to Laurel Sullivan that 
a document came from Hubbard? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Same objection, same problem with 

the question, that misstates the testimony. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HELLER: I don't think there's been any 

testimony that things were represented to Laurel Sullivan. 

MS. PLEVIN: I don't mean to misstates the 

testimony. If it's that he believes that it came from 
Mr. Miscavige perhaps that more accurately states it. 

Q Do you recall the testimony you stated 
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regarding Laurel -- representation about the star or the 
asterisk or that a document came from Hubbard? 


A 

Correct. 

Q 

All right. And you said something with regard 


to Mr. Miscavige and Laurel Sullivan on that subject, did 
you not? 


A 

Correct. 

Q 

Okay. To the best of your recollection, what 

was that? 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: That's been asked and answered. 


That's been asked and answered. 


MS . 

PLEVIN: Okay. He can answer again. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Okay. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: I'm going to object to the same 


question being asked and answered again. 


MS . 

PLEVIN: Okay. 

MS . 

BARTILSON: Join. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Okay. So in addition to Laurel, on 


the MCCS orders, Rick Klingler, Barbara De Celle and the 
other — maybe who -- there's a lady who testified as to 
the organization's financial status or the transfer of 
moneys from CS, breakup of CSC -- she's the one, I'll 


get -- 


Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: What did you say? Moro? 

A 

Yeah. I'm just not certain what her name is, 
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but each one of those people. We on MCCS understood that 
we were operating on LRH orders in carrying out MCCS. 

yv\ vfK oPP 

Regarding SMI, I know that Sue Midoff — in fact, I was 
present when Sue Mi&e’f-f was checking out on the LRH orders 
regarding SMI. That was in the PR Bureau. And Barbara De 
Celle, who was the recipient of -- ended up with the 
Hubbard manuscript. Battlefield Earth. She was operating 
on LRH orders. She understood them to be LRH orders, and I 
worked with her on that project. It involved some editing, 
some assembly, some research. 

Q To the best of your knowledge, did anyone 

specifically represent to Sue Midoff that the orders on SMI 
came from LRH? 

A Laurel Sullivan. 

Q Okay. And would that be the same as to all of 

the orders for the MCCS? 

MR. HELLER: Would what b,e^the same? 

THE DEPONENT: Sue Mif^e-fTf was not involved in MCCS. 

Laurel received them, and Laurel -- Laurel represented to 
me in this case. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Do you have any 

firsthand — did Laurel Sullivan ever expressly state to 
you that David Miscavige had represented to her that these 
came directly from Hubbard? 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's been asked and answered. 
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MR. HELLER: 


Join in the objection. 


MR. HERTZBERG: I think we're wasting time. 

THE DEPONENT: I have no recollection of that 

specific statement. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I withdraw my objection. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Now as a result of the 

MCCS project -- I withdraw that. 

THE DEPONENT: I'll be right back. 

MS. PLEVIN: All right. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Did you become 

involved -- strike that. 

Are you familiar with the term fair game 

policy? 

A Yeah. 

Q To the best of your knowledge what does -- 

what is the fair game policy? 

A It's a policy which authorizes the attack in 

virtually any way on anyone perceived to be considered to 
be an enemy and a threat to the organization. 

Q Is this a written policy? 

A Yeah. It's both a written and a philosophic 

idea. 

Q With regard to the philosophic idea -- strike 
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that. 


During the period of time that you were within 
the organization, was the fair game policy -- did you 
consider that the fair game policy was a current in force 
policy of the organization? 

MS. BARTILSON: I'm going to object to this. What's 

the relevance? 

THE DEPONENT: Yeah. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: On what basis did you consider 

that to be a current active policy of the organization -- 
strike that. 

What are the factual basis on which you 
believed, while you were a member of the organization, that 
the fair game policy was an active policy of the 
organization? 

A Because of publications of Hubbard and the 

organization which attacked individuals, because of the 
sanctioning and ordering of attacks on individuals, because 
of the operation of the RPF, because of the culling of PC 
folders, because -- 

Q Go ahead. 

A Because of the organizational jubilation 

regarding successful attacks on individuals. 

Q Are we talking about a period -- 

MS. BARTILSON: Can I impose an objection here 
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before you do your next question? 

I'd like to object to this line of 
questioning. Mr. Armstrong has testified that during the 
time he was a member of the organization he had no direct 
contact or, I think, one insignificant meeting he testified 
about with Mr. Corydon, and he's testified that he only 
heard of Mr. Corydon once in connection with a raid on 
Mr. Corydon's mission. 

In light of that, a lengthy discourse that we 
seem to embark upon as to his viewpoint, opinion, et 
cetera, concerning an alleged policy of the church at a 
time period which generally predates the relevant actions 
in the complaint which Mr. Corydon might be presumed to be 
alleging was fair game, I think is pointless and a futile 
wste of time for all. I'm going to object. It's 
irrelevant. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you tell us please with 

regard -- we'll note for the record that there's something 
going on in a piece of equipment that is outside this room 
but is nevertheless making a racket like it's about to 
enter. 

Okay. So would you tell us what sanctioning 
and ordering of attacks you have knowledge of that were -- 
that occurred while you were a member of the organization, 
that you knew about while you were a member of the 
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organization because that's the question I started with. 

A The incarceration of hundreds of people in the 

RPF. The infiltration, burglary, penetration of over a 
hundred government offices. The vilification of anyone who 
even asked to leave the organization published in thousands 
of ethics orders. That's enough. 

Q To clarify for the record, the infiltration 

and burglary of government offices, what are you -- what is 
your source of knowledge on that? 

MS. BARTILSON: I'm going to have to object again. 

This is really beyond the pale. 

THE DEPONENT: I was in the guardian's office. I 

became aware of the indictments, convictions and sentencing 
of 11 GO staffers including Mary Sue Hubbard. I became 
aware of the stipulation of evidence in that case. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

A That's enough. 

Q What incidences of culling PC folders were you 

aware of while you were in the organization? 

A In the RPF anyone who asked to leave on the 

P 0> 

orders of the GO, had his PC folders culled, and he was 
required to sign lists of crimes. Other people who were 
deemed a threat had their PC folders culled, and they 
signed lists of crimes without even asking to leave. 

Q Was the GO part of any ecclesiastical 
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structure? 


A There is no ecclesiastical structure. 

Q Well, let's look at it this way. Let's 

approach it this way. The Church of Scientology, would you 
agree, that Scientology claims to have an ecclesiastical 
structure? 

A Yes. 

Q To the best of your knowledge, was the 

guardian's office at that time within the ecclesiastical 
structure? 


A It was within the organization hierarchy. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm going to object. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Pardon me. 

A It was within the organizational hierarchy. 

MS. BARTILSON: This is incorrect. 

THE DEPONENT: It was within the organization 

hierarchy. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. It didn't provide 

auditing services? 

A No. 

Q It didn't train auditors? 

A It did not have that organizational function. 

It had within it its own auditing security core who used 
their meters the same way that an auditor would use his 
meter. 
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Q But. for sec checks rather than for auditing; 

is that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q Were you -- did you at any time while you were 

in the RPF -- strike that. 

At any time that you were in the RPF were you 
required to sign, quote, lists of crimes, close quote? 

A I don't — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Ms. Plevin, before the witness 

answers, I'm going to object. I'm going to join in the 
objection about the relevancy. 

We are once again going into an absolutely 
irrelevant exercise. There is -- this case is not about 
what happened to Mr. Armstrong -- happened or may have 
happened or may not have happened to Mr. Armstrong on the 
RPF. This case is about claims in a complaint filed about 
your client, and these questions are not furthering that 
inquiry at all. 

MS. PLEVIN; Okay. I have generally tried not to 
respond to these objections on relevance grounds because 
they only delay and take a tremendous amount of time. I'll 
clarify that is my reason for not responding, since I do 
not agree with the claims of relevance issues. 

With respect to the specific one, the position 
of the organization, to use Mr. Armstrong's phrase, has 
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been that, fair game was withdrawn in 1968 or 1969. Fair 
game is a policy which we claim in this action has been 
active against Mr. Corydon. Given the posturing of the 
organization it's claim -- let's put it that way -- that 
fair game was repealed in 1969 and doesn't existed, any 
evidence that a witness such as Mr. Armstrong can shed on 
the fact that it did, in fact, exist subsequent to 1969 and 
through periods which overlap Mr. Corydon's time in 
Scientology and time frames relevant to this lawsuit, the 
inquiry is most certainly relevant. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'll just be very brief in 

responding to that. Even if that inquiry were relevant, I 
don't see how the particular question pending which 
prompted my objection has any probative value or discovery 
value in search of that inquiry. But let's move on. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, do you recall 


the last question? 

A No. 

Q Were you at the time you were in the RPF 

required to sign a list of crimes? 

A I don't believe I signed a list of crimes. 

Q Were you given any information at any time 

that you were a member of the organization that was culled 
from your PC folder? 

A I don't believe so. 
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Q Okay. All right. So it didn't happen to you 

personally is what your testimony is then? 

A It didn't happen to me personally until I left 

the organization. 

Q Okay. 

A Now, that is, I don't know personally what 

happened. My PC folders were in the hands of the GO in 
1976, and my PC folders were in the hands of the GO in 

1981, 1982. So while I was -- what they — what they did 

with them, I don't know. 

Q Okay. 

A After I left the organization, I have complete 

proof that they culled them and prepared a list of 
so-called crimes. 

Q Apart from the statement in the declaration we 

took a look at yesterday where you attached -- which I 
believe -- I believe -- I belive it is Exhibit 3 to this 
deposition. 

A What's it called? 

Q I believe -- well, let me start from the 

beginning. 

Exhibit 3 to this deposition is a declaration 
which you looked at yesterday to which you attached a 
motion paper executed by an attorney by the name of 
Randolph and from which document you had blacked out 
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certain materials. 


A 

Right. 

Q 

Okay. Now — 

A 

That is pursuant to fair game. 

Q 

Okay. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Move to strike. There was no 


question pending. 

MR. HELLER: And I don't even understand what's 
pursuant to fair game. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Excuse me. Are your 

statements in that declaration the basis for which you're 
saying that you have proof that your PC files were culled? 


A 

That is -- that's just one of the facts. 

Q 

Okay. What other facts support the statement 


that you know that your PC files were culled? 


MR. 

HELLER: I object on relevance. What's the 

difference 

what happened to the deponent's PC files? 

MS . 

PLEVIN: We've been through that while you were 

out of the 

room, Mr. Heller? 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Let me join in the objection. 

A 

THE 

or 

DEPONENT: In the what was produced owpny B-l 


file is information or statements which come from auditing 
sessions. There's a declaration of Vicky Aznaran which 
I've seen recently which contains a statement that my PC 
files were culled, in fact, by her. 
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Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And your B-l file was produced 

in what context? 

A It was produced in -- when you say B-l file, 

what was produced of my B-l file, what they produced is 
just a shadow of all the documents, operations and so on 
that they have on me. Nevertheless, within it and what was 
produced was in the Christofferson case, there are 
statements which come from the PC file. 

Q I believe that is also the subject of one of 

your declarations that we authenticated yesterday. 

A Right. 

Q I don't want to repeat what we dealt with 

therein. 

You also stated that one of the bases that you 
knew of fair game while you were within the organization 
was based on organization jubilation regarding successful 
attacks on individuals. Would you tell us what you mean by 
that please? 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. 

MS. BARTILSON: Join. 

THE DEPONENT: In orders of the day which occurred 

on the ship; in some policy, there were statements -- just 
first of all, there were various instances in which this 
occurred. But there were statements by Hubbard regarding 
the demise, death, you know, unhappy, unfortunate 
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incidences which happened to people which he gloated about 
and organizationally made us happy. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You think — 

A There were announcements at briefings and so 

on of wins, big wins. And the big wins were also unhappy 
events for individuals and those were celebrated. 

Q Can you give us any specific examples of 

gloating at someone's demise or -- 

MR. HELLER: Why don't I ask if it has anything to 
do with your client? It would be a nice place to start. 
Object on relevance. 

Is it your position, Ms. Plevin, that assuming 
there's culling of PC files and further assuming that to 
this day there's culling of PC files, further assuming that 
to this day there's fair game and further assuming that 
there was fair game -- and I might add, by the way, that 
this deponent can only testify to one certain point in time 
until he left -- and that has any relevance to your 
client's claim? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Can you answer the question? 

A Yeah. 

MR. HELLER: Do you feel, Ms. Plevin, that that 

question is too difficult to answer? 

MS. PLEVIN: No, Mr. Heller, you were out of the 
room. You stepped out of the room. There was a lot of 
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discussion pertinent to that line of inquiry. I'm not going 
to repeat it. 

MR. HELLER: Did I miss any discussion? 

THE DEPONENT: Just because the one reference to the 
deponent on there -- no. Fair game didn't just stop after 
I left the organization. It continued, and it continues to 
this day. I will testify about it right up to present 
time. It isn't that it stopped in 1981. 

MR. HELLER: Well, since you directed that comment 
to me, Mr. Armstrong, let's me say, fine and dandy, testify 
to whatever you feel is correct and you testify to. 

Suffice it to say my interest is I am here to take a 
deposition pursuant to the purview of Bent Corydon versus 
various organizations and defendants and individuals. I 
would like to know what you know about Mr. Corydon, okay? 
That's why I'm making these objections for the record, and 
I say that because you're not represented by counsel so 
that you understand where I'm coming from. 

I'm not here to trying to stop the deposition. 
Obviously it's going forward. And it's just what I 
suspected would happen which is getting more stuff to put 
in Mr. Corydon's next book, perhaps to put on the record 
unrelated matters, but nothing having to do with 
Mr. Corydon's case. And when you and I very briefly talked 
that one time, that's precisely what I told you was going 
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to happen. 

MS. PLEVIN: Do you recall the question, 

Mr. Armstrong? 

MR. HELLER: You can answer me by the way. You 
don't have to worry about what Ms. Plevin says. You're 
here; you're your own party; you can speak as you will. 

THE DEPONENT: Right, and I probably will. 

MR. HELLER: Okay. I just want to let you know. 

Feel free. 

THE DEPONENT: Yeah. And I do see, as I stated at 

the time, that fair game in all of its guises is relevant 
to what I know about Bent Corydon, relevant to his case, 
relevant to litigating against the organization. Fair game 
is relevant. It is what Scientology is. 

MR. HELLER: This is your understanding of relevance 

with regard to any legal -- 

THE DEPONENT: Litigation, yeah. 

MR. HELLER: Okay. Just wanted to lay the basis for 

it. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Do you recall the question? 

MR. HELLER: By the way, have you consulted with an 
attorney to determine -- 

MS. PLEVIN: Excuse me, Mr. Heller. When you have 
him on cross-examination, you can ask him whatever you 
want. But please -- you've stated your objections. 
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MR. HELLER: 


I hope, Mr. Armstrong, you don't mind 


me discussing this with you, and I apologize if you do. 

THE DEPONENT: I don't mind. 

MS. PLEVIN: You've now wasted about 10 minutes 
unnecessarily because we went through a bunch of this 
material while you were out of the room. 

MR. HELLER: It's your deposition. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, do you remember 

the question? 

A No. 

Q Do you recall any specific instances, in 

writing or not, where Hubbard was jubilant and gloated over 
a demise of some kind? 

MR. HELLER: Of anybody? 

MS. BARTILSON: It's very relevant to this lawsuit. 

MR. HELLER: At any time and anyplace? 

MS. BARTILSON: Yeah. 

THE DEPONENT: I don't have names, but there are 

policies, statements. I think they're even some within -- 
I can't think of any names specifically. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Maybe we'll show you 

some documents about that. Now, you've indicated that 
subsequent to leaving the organization you had experience 
regarding fair game; is that correct? 

A Yeah. 
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Q Would you please tell us about that? 

MS. BARTILSON: Object on relevance. 

MR. HELLER: Same objection. 

THE DEPONENT: Okay. It began as soon as I left the 
organization. The intelligence bureau of the guardian's 
office began operations against me. They used a friend of 
mine to entrap me. They employed private investigators to 
harass me. They stole some of my materials. They sued me. 
They libeled me. They slandered me. They illegally 
videotaped me. They attempted to get trumped-up charges 
filed against me with the LAPD. They attempted to get 
fabricated charges filed against me by the district 
attorney. They attempted to bring false criminal charges 
again me with the FBI. They threatened me a number of 
times. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Now, the period of time — I 

don't wanted to cut you off, but I want to limit this now 
at least initially to the period between your leaving of 
the organization and the settlement of your lawsuit in 
December of 1986. Have we gone beyond that period yet in 
this listing? 

A Doesn't have to. When I had -- when I said 

the word threats, I was thinking of more recently. But 
there were -- the whole period presettlement contained a 
similar threat. They culled my PC folders. They stole my 
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correspondence. They filed lies as truths about me. 


Q Are you finished with that list? 

A Yeah, for now. The fact that they think those 

things are fine to do, even aside from the acts themselves, 
is what fair game is all about. 

Q Okay. I think I do not have -- wait a minute. 

Okay. 

I'm showing you a declaration which is five 
pages in length. Excuse me. 

Which one did I give you, Mr. Hertzberg? I'm 
not sure I'm looking at same one. May I see the one I 
gave -- 


MR. HERTZBERG: One moment. I'll hand you what you 

gave me. You gave me something marked 1st of July, 1984. 
Is that the one you meant to give me or not? 

THE DEPONENT: That's the London operation; right? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

A I forgot about that one. 

Q I've got a declaration dated July 1, 1984 

signed in Costa Mesa, California by Gerald Armstrong. The 
pages are not numbered 1 -- it is a five-page declaration 
with exhibits. There is -- would you take a look at that, 
please. 


A Thank you. 

MR. HELLER: What's the date on that declaration? 


11-116 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


MS. PLEVIN: July 1, 1984. 


THE DEPONENT: Yep. 

I don't think these other guys belong with -- 
they belong to a different declaration, I believe, these 
exhibits. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You're handing me back 

everything except the declaration itself? 

A No. I'm leaving here what is Exhibit A which 

is a temporary stay order of the court of appeal. Church of 
Scientology, California, petitioner v. The Superior Court. 

Q Okay. So — 

A So this was what was handed to me at Heathrow 

in London. And that's the only exhibit, I believe, that 
should have been attached to that declaration. 

Q All right. So you now have in front of you 

that declaration plus that one exhibit? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And have you had a chance to look at 

the declaration? 

A Yeah. 

Q To the best of your knowledge, were all your 

statements in that declaration true when you originally 
executed that declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q To the best of your knowledge, are those 
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statements true today? 


A Yes. 

Q Did you attach that exhibit to the 

declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Let's mark this as 10. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 10 was marked for 

identification by the Deposition Officer and 

is attached hereto.) 

MS. PLEVIN: I will for the record note, just to 

remind Mr. Hertzberg or Mr. Heller, whoever is looking at 
it, to make the appropriate adjustments to the document, 
that according to Mr. Armstrong's testimoney, that it is 
just this declaration of July 1, 1984, has only the one 

exhibit to it. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Which is how many pages? 

MS. PLEVIN: A two-page exhibit. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Bearing a seal on the second page. 

MS. PLEVIN: A temporary stay order in the CSC v. -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: Yep, duly noted. 

MS. PLEVIN: And I'm showing you an unsigned 
document. 

MR. HELLER: By the way, if I may inquire, why are 
we authenticating all these documents at this deposition? 

Is there a particular reason. 
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MS. PLEVIN: 


Well, it shortens it a great deal. 


MR. HELLER: You missed the intent of my question. 
What's the point of having the deponent say "Yes, I signed 
this document"? It doesn't do you any good as far as 


getting it 

in evidence at the trial. 

MS. 

PLEVIN: Well — 

MR. 

HELLER: So what's the point? Why are we doing 

and making 

a record of it. 

So as long as we're all here and our clients 


are spending money, I'm entitled to some form of 
explanation. For the record, I'm not getting an 
explanation. 


THE 

DEPONENT: I think this is an extra unless -- I 

don't know 

that it was an exhibit to it, was it? Operation 

bulldozer, 

one man wrecking crew. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Are you familiar with that 


document? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

Okay. Now, what you've handed back to me is 


the declaration which is -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: It's not a declaration. It wasn't 

signed. So let's identify it in a different way. 


THE 

DEPONENT: Do you want me to sign it? 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: No. 

A 

Okay. 
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Q You've handed back to me a document that says 

Declaration of Gerald Armstrong on the front page, and in 
the upper right it says 36C.5. And it is a document in the 
form of a declaration with 11 paragraphs and then a date, 
and it's unsigned on page 5. And there are Exhibits A, B, 


C, 

D, and 

E, F, G, and 

that's it. 



MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

I don't -- for the 

record -- I don't 

see 

any way that I can 

discern the exhibits from the copy 

that counsel has handed me. Where are you 

getting the 

exhibit designation from? 



MS . 

PLEVIN: At 

the bottom of the page. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

Not on my copy. 



MS . 

PLEVIN: It 

could have been cut 

by the copier. 


THE 

DEPONENT: 

Could I look at it? 



MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

Sure. 



MS . 

PLEVIN: Let's compare. 



MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

You don't mind if I 

sit next to you, 

do 

you? 





THE 

DEPONENT: 

No. 



MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

I see. I see. It' 

s cut off at the 

bottom. 





THE 

DEPONENT: 

Do you want to enter 

— 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

No, I don't want to 

touch it. 


THE 

DEPONENT: 

A, that's a two-page 

document. B, C. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: 

Uh-huh. 
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THE DEPONENT 


Oh, that comes with this, C. 


MS. PLEVIN: C is the document -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's start identifying the first 

page of each exhibit, okay? 

THE DEPONENT: You want to mark it? 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm not going to mark. Just so it's 


clear on the record. 

Let's see if we can do this. A is a document 
that starts -- which has 28 May 1984 at top; agreed? 

THE DEPONENT: Right. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. B is a document which has 

three E on the upper right hand corner. 

THE DEPONENT: Right. It's called CIC cross mark 

sheet. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. 

THE DEPONENT: It's a two-page document. 

MR. HERTZBERG: C says "Sea Organization" at the 
very top. 

THE DEPONENT: Right. Commodore's Messengers 15 

September '78. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Right. 

THE DEPONENT: D. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Go ahead. 

THE DEPONENT: D is called a Declaration of 

Religious Commitment and Application for Active 
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Participation on Church Staff. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Right. 

THE DEPONENT: It's six pages. E is a -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: E, I have marked on my copy. 

THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Same with F. But I think I need 
help with anything beyond that? 

THE DEPONENT: G, Success Story RPF Completion. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Got it. 

THE DEPONENT: And then this does not belong. 

MR. HERTZBERG: One moment. 

THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Unrelated. Okay. The one that does 

not belong says Affidavit of Gerald Armstrong, State of 
Massachussets, County of Sussex at top, just for the 
record. 

MS. PLEVIN: So that — is that State of 

Massachussets, County of Sussex affidavit is not part of 
the next exhibit in order which is going to be marked 11. 

THE DEPONENT: This is 11. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: 11. Now with regard to this 

item which we've designated as 11, Mr. Armstrong, you've 
reviewed the text? 

A Yes. 

Q You drafted this text on September 30, 1985? 
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A Yes. 

Q Was it — 

A To -- yeah, go ahead. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 11 was marked for 

identification by the Deposition Officer and 

is attached hereto.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Is that a question? You're asking 

Mr. Armstrong if he personally drafted that text? 

THE DEPONENT: I wrote all my declarations. So I -- 

in the early days of '82 there was — I provided 
information and the lawyers typed them up. But this is all 
mine. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: It has the date 30th in 

handwriting and the sentence reads, "Executed 30th date of 
September 1985 in Boston, Massachussets," but it is not 
executed; is that correct? 

A Right. 

Q Okay. Do you recall any specific reason why 

you did not execute this one? 

A My -- the original of it -- and this is a 

photocopy -- I did execute, and I did forward it to my 
California attorneys. I was at this time in Boston, as it 
says. 

Q And so — 

A So this is a photocopy of it prior to signing. 
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Q As you sit here today, Mr. Armstrong, are 

these statements true, to the best of your knowledge under 
penalty of the perjury under the laws of the State of 
California? 

A Yes 

Q I'm handing you another declaration. Would 

you please take a look at it. 

A I'm forced to retract an earlier statement I 

made because this one was not typed by me. 

Q But was it drafted by you? 

A I don't believe so. I'm going to read it over 

therefore in some detail. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

THE DEPONENT: The documents, the exhibits to this 
are not attached. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's have the record clear as to 

what the witness is referring to when he says "this." 

THE DEPONENT: I'm referring to the declaration of 

Gerald Armstrong prepared by the Greene, O'Reilly firm and 
signed by me on 29 October 1984. There's an attachment 
from the Bayer case, Peggy Bayer, but I don't think that 
that should be attached. And the exhibits which should be 
here, aren't here. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Okay. Let's look then solely 
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at the declaration; and for the purposes of making this 


part of the record, that Bear caption, would you remove 


that. 


A 

Okay. 

Q 

And looking now again at declaration which is 


a -- the pages are not numbered at the bottom, but it has 
34 paragraphs and then signature on the following -- 
additional language carrying over to the next page, and 
then it's executed. 



Have you had a chance to look at the text? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

Were these statements, to the best of your 

knowledge, 

true when you signed them under penalty of 


perjury? 


A 

Yes . 

Q 

To the best of your knowledge, are they have 


true today? 


A 

Yep. 

Q 

I have two more. 

MS . 

BARTILSON: Did we mark that one? 

MS . 

PLEVIN: We'll mark that as 12. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 12 was marked for 


identification by the Deposition Officer and 
is attached hereto.) 

MR. HELLER: Before you go on to the next one, it's 
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just slightly after 3:00. From what I've heard so far 
stated by you, Ms. Plevin and by Mr. Herzberg, the 
deposition will not end today. 

As I mentioned at the beginning of the 
deposition, I've got a hearing in Pasadena I've got to go 
to that starts at 5:00, and I've got to meet a client at 
4:30. So I trust from what I've heard so far stated by 
you, Ms. Plevin and by Mr. Hertzberg, that this deposition 
is not going to end today whether Mr. Miscavige has an 
opportunity to do questioning on a limited or completed 
basis or not. 

MS. PLEVIN: He indicates he does not want to do 
anything until it's completely finished. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me amend this to this extent: 

If you were to complete the direct examination -- your 
examination of Mr. Armstrong -- save for his identification 
of the parts of the hat pack which is an exercise which you 
have requested him to do outside this deposition room, then 
I would like to continue and accomplish that result to give 
me an opportunity to conduct my cross-examination because I 
don't believe I'll have any cross-examination that would 
address Mr. Armstrong's identification of the elements of 
that hat pack. So I'm prepared to continue on that basis 
and to conduct my examination on that basis. 

MR. HELLER: Okay. 
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THE DEPONENT: Well 


MS. PLEVIN: Well — 

MR. HELLER: Go ahead. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Is that something you're prepared to 

do, Ms. Plevin? 

MS. PLEVIN: I'm looking over the material I have 

yet to accomplish, Mr. Hertzberg. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I'm sorry. 

THE DEPONENT: I didn't realize. 

MS. PLEVIN: What time did you say it's now? 

MR. HELLER: Three after 3:00. 

MS. PLEVIN: Hmm, without stretching it, I see at 
least three hours or more, and that assumes — even 
that's -- I'm not sure — surrealistic. I would suggest 
that so that Mr. Heller can move onward to his appointment, 
we go as far as Mr. Armstrong wishes to and I can and until 
it seems reasonable to stop. I don't want to go — but I'm 
not willing to stay here forever tonight. What is your 
expectation? 

THE DEPONENT: I would like -- because we have that 

other matter to take care of which I'd like to do, you 
know, where we have to get done, we're going to go forward 
while I'm here at all. I'd like to break at 4:00. I mean, 
I think they've got enough to -- I don't know, 10 or 12 
days of cross-examination. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: 


Can we just be clear on the record 


as to what that other matter is that Mr. Armstrong has just 
referred to? 

MS. PLEVIN: I'm sorry. What? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Mr. Armstrong just confused me 
because he just said — 

THE DEPONENT: I have another matter unrelated to 
this deposition which -- 

1 MR. HERTZBERG: Then I don't want to know what it 

is. 

THE DEPONENT: Right. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me just say I am ready, willing 

and able to continue at least until 6:00 if Ms. Plevin 
thinks that she can finish Mr. Armstrong's testimony. And 
I don't believe that my examination of Mr. Armstrong will 
be extensive. 

MR. HELLER: Okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: I can't make Mr. Armstrong stay until 

7:00 or 8:00, that's obvious. And Mr. Heller also has a 
cross-examination. 

MS. BARTILSON: As do I. 

MR. HELLER: One way or the other, I'm going to 
cross-examine on another day. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HELLER: So let me say this: If you indeed 
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reset another day of this deposition in my absence before 
the end of the session or at the end of the session today, 
if at all possible, meaning if it's before 6 o'clock, 
confer with my secretary Susan Davis; just ask her up front 
and she'll tell me. 

If not, Mr. Armstrong, you understand you're 
under two supoenaes, one of which was served on you by 
plaintiff. The other one, I served you with. And you have 
an obligation to continue in deposition, which I will 
represent to you, we'll make at your convenience as best as 
possible. 

THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let me make a proposal. 

MR. HELLER: The last thing is if there is not 

another date set and Ms. Plevin does not set a further date 
at some future time, I will contact you through my 
secretary and get available dates and set it; either up 
north or when you're down here, depending on travel. 

THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: As long as you're still here and before 
we deal with this further hypothetically, Mr. Hertzberg, I 
know we spoke briefly about May 8th once before where there 
is a hearing scheduled in this matter. You're not 
available after that; you'll be flying back here on May 
8th, but you cannot stay for the purposes of a deposition. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: 


No, I didn't say that. 


MS. PLEVIN: Oh, okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I am -- as you know, I've been out 
of my office for a few days, to say the least. I will have 
to look at my book when I get back. At the moment, it is 
my belief that I would be available to conclude -- if it 
can be accomplished -- Mr. Armstrong's testimony that you 
elicited, Ms. Plevin, if that can be concluded on the 
balance of the day on May 8th and giving me an opportunity 
to cross-examine, I think that would be a worthwhile 
endeavor. And I think that I will not have to fly back 
right after the hearing, and we could do that. 

The problem that I have is I'm not sure that I 
can stay over and won't know until I get back to New York 
whether I would be able to stay over an extra day beyond 
that. And, you know, if we can agree now that you could 
conclude your examination of Mr. Armstrong after the 
hearing on May 8th, I can represent to you that -- did 
Mr. Corydon say something he wanted the reporter to record? 

MS. PLEVIN: No. 

MR. HERTZBERG: -- then I think that we can agree to 

that now. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

THE DEPONENT: I can't. And I would -- if you guys 

would dismiss the appeal in Armstrong, I would be glad to 

11-130 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


be here on May 8th. In that right now that seems unlikely, 
because of that and because of a number of things which I 
have to do through May, I must make it June. 

MR. HELLER: Well, I'm going to go. And I'm 
accepting no dates from anybody. If you two, meaning 
Mr. Hertzberg and Ms. Plevin, work out a date, I'll do my 
best to work my way through it. I doubt, given the 
continuation of your examination, Ms. Plevin, and your 
cross-examination, Mr. Hertzberg, that I would finish on 
whatever day you set anyway if I, indeed, even start. And 
I've now got to go to the hearing. So it's understood that 
either you will work it out or one of us will set it. 


don 

't set it 

within 

a certain amount of 

time — 

MS . 

PLEVIN: 

Okay. 

That's fine. 


MR. 

HELLER: 

Okay. 

You all just have a 

nice time. 


(Mr. Heller exits deposition room.) 

MS. PLEVIN: What I'm willing to do is if you -- I 
will assume that you will be having additional law and 
motion or that you have other bases to come on out here, 
certainly in June. And we can take a look at that 
scheduling at that time and see if we can get everybody's 
concurrence on that. 

MR. HERTZBERG: There's no sense talking about it 

further under the circumstances. The witness said he's not 
available until June. We've now exceeded the possibilities 

11-131 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


of rational discussion about resuming this and concluding 
this. So let's just do it between us off the record rather 
than with the witness. 

Let's me just ask one thing, Mr. Armstrong is 
leaving here at what time today? 

THE DEPONENT: 4:00. 

MR. HERTZBERG: 4:00. Okay. So we're not going to 

go beyond 4:00 today. 

MS. PLEVIN: I was not aware he had to leave at 

4:00. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. Can we break now? I've got 

to go to the men's room. 

MS. PLEVIN: Go ahead. Sure. Let's break now. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: All right. Mr. Armstrong, you 

had a comment about the last document I handed to you? 

A Right. You handed me. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Could we just identify it. I'm now 

confused as to what document it is. 

THE DEPONENT: I'm going to hand it back to 
Ms. Plevin. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: All right. It is. I see. 

Okay. They had been clipped together, two separate 
declarations. 

I asked Mr. Armstrong to retake a look at the 
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first one, which is 23 October '85. And he has handed that 


back to me, noting that there was also attached to it a 
two-page declaration dated August 12, 1986. 

Does that comport with the document that I 
handed to you, Mr. Hertzberg? 

MR. HERTZBERG: No, it does not. 

MS. PLEVIN: All right. You have both or one? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Oh, I'm sorry. I misspoke. That's 
exactly what I have. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: All right. Let's look at 

these as two separate documents, then, please. 

A Okay. 

Q Have you looked at the text of both of them? 

A Yes. 

Q All right. The first one is a three-page 

declaration dated October 23, 1985. Did you draft that 

declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q Was it true, to the best of your knowledge, 

when you executed it in 1985? 

A Yes. 

Q To the best of your knowledge, is it true 


today? 
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A Yes. 

Q And let's mark that 13. 

A Originally there was an exhibit to this which 

was a policy letter of 8-15-60 which is not included but 

the declaration is complete. 

Q Okay. We'll mark this as Plaintiff's 13. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 13 was marked for 

identification by the Deposition Officer and 

is attached hereto.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And the two-page declaration 

of August 12, 1986, did you also review that one? 

A Correct. 

Q And was that one drafted by you? 

A Yes. 

Q Was it true, to the best of your knowledge, 

when you drafted and executed it in 1986? 

A Yes. 

Q To the best of your knowledge is it true today 

under penalty of perjury? 

A Yes. 

Q Let's mark that 14. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's stop one moment while I get it 
stapled. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 14 was marked for 
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identification by the Deposition Officer and 


is 

attached hereto.) 

MR. 

. HERTZBERG: Are we looking at another document? 

MS . 

. PLEVIN: Yes. 

MR. 

. HERTZBERG: Which one is that? This one? 

MS . 

PLEVIN: This one I believe. 


THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. This is a declaration of 10 

pages dated March 7, 1986 with several exhibits. And up in 

the right-hand corner of the front page there are -- 
there's the handwritten characters, 36 C and a period and 


then 6. 


Q 

You have looked over this document? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

Okay. To the best of your knowledge, was this 

document - 

— were your statements in this document true when 


you executed this document? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

Did you draft this document? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

To the best of your knowledge, is it true 

today? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

And -- 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Are you moving on to another one? 
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THE DEPONENT: 


That is, by the way, an exhibit to 


the March 15, '90 declaration and was included as an 

exhibit, I imagine, for it's truthfulness by Mr. Long filed 
in the Miller case. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: I'm going to staple this. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: Okay. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

MS . 

PLEVIN: That will be the last one for now. 


THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 15 was marked for 
identification by the Deposition Officer and 
is attached hereto.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: As I hand him another 

declaration -- now he's looking over the last one you have 


there, Mr. 

Hertzberg. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Thank you. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Okay. I've looked at the 


declaration. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you draft that 

declaration? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

What is the date of that declaration? 

A 

It says April 1986. The date has not been 

filled in, 

and I have not signed this copy. The original 


of this had the date filled in. I don't know right now, 
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looking at it, what its date was. But it is the same 
declaration. 

Q Was that declaration filed in the lawsuit 

captioned Church of Scientology of California vs. 

Armstrong, and related cross-action? 

A As far as I know, it was. 

Q Was that document drafted by you? 

A Yes. 

Q Was it, to the best of your knowledge, true 

when drafted? 

A Yes. 

Q To the best of your knowledge, as you sit here 

today and say so under penalty of perjury, is it true 
today? 

A Yes. Just one more point, and that is that 

on this copy, this copy does not have all the exhibits that 
the original document did. 

Q Okay. But the declaration is complete? 

A Correct. The exhibits there to would be with 

the original document. 

Q Which is part of the court file? 

A Right. 

Q Okay. I'll mark that as 16. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 16 was marked for 

identification by the Deposition Officer and 
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is attached hereto.) 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, before we take 

a look at some more of these declarations, you had reviewed 
a series of -- you made a series of statments regarding 
fair game. 

Have you been subject to the fair game policy 
subsequent to the settlement of the lawsuit of Church of 
Scientology vs. Armstrong? 

A Yes. 

Q That settlement was when? 

A December 1986. 

Q Was there a period of time when there was no 

fair game, so far as you know, against you subsequent to 
December of 1986? 

A There was a -- there was a period of time in 

which I did not perceive any overt acts against me. 

Q And as far as you know, what was the first 

overt act that, in your mind, is an act of fair game 
against you subsequent to December of 1986? 

MS. BARTILSON: I'm going to continue my objections. 

I still don't see how this ties in to Mr. Corydon or the 
matter we're supposed to be about here today. 

THE DEPONENT: I believe the first one was the dead 

agent pack which was put out about Mr. Corydon and his book 
which included statements about me which were not true and 
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which were malicious in intent. 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Are you referring to the 

document we have marked as Exhibit 8? 

A Yes. 

Q And when was the next incident that, in your 

mind, was an example of fair game being practiced against 
you? 

A The next one which I learned about was a 

threat from Mr. Cooley which came via Mr. Flynn. 

Mr. Cooley — C-o-o-l-e-y — is — I knew to be an attorney 
for the organization. 

Q Is that Earl Cooley? 

A Correct. 

Q An attorney from Boston? 

A Yes. 

Q And what -- how did -- what is the substance 

of this fair game incident? 

A Mr. Flynn stated to me that he had been called 

by Mr. Cooley who said that the organization had discovered 
violations of sealing orders; that they were making them 
known in the Miller case. This was a case the organization 
brought against the author Russell Miller in England. And 
that if I communicated to attorneys for the other side, 
that is, those attorneys representing Miller or the 
publisher, that they would consider -- that is, the 
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organization would consider such communications a breach of 


the settlement agreement. 

Q Mr. Flynn, is that Michael Flynn? 

A Correct. 


Q 

Is he also an attorney located in Boston? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

And he was the attorney who represented you in 


Church of Scientology vs. Armstrong? 


A 

Correct. 

Q 

Was there anything -- 


MS. BARTILSON: I'm going to have a continuing 

objection to this line of questioning. It's completely 
irrelevant to this case, and it's certainly starting to 
sound like a filibuster to me, Ms. Plevin. I have yet to 
see how you're going to tie this into anything having to do 


with Mr. 

Corydon. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Was there any follow-up, 

anything 

further to that conversation so far as you know? 

A 

I received a telephone call from a reporter 

from the 

London Sunday Times who said that the organization 


was stating about me that I was a -- that I had violated 
the sealing orders, and that I was a U.S. agent. And he 
asked me if I would comment. 

I said I would not comment. I said that -- 
that I considered that those statements by the 
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organization, which were extremely upsetting to me at the 
time, were a violation of the settlement agreement. But I 
still did not comment at that time. 

Following that I received copies of affiTdXvits 
filed by Ken Long, Timothy Bowles and Ms. C&erirtef 
forget her name — which were filed in the Miller case. 

And they likewise contained defamatory statements, outright 
lies, and black PR attacks on me which were likewise 
extremely upsetting to me. 

Q Are these instances the subject of various 

paragraphs of the declaration you executed on March 15, 

1988 that has been -- well, I don't know -- but I have 
filed them in this lawsuit. You wouldn't know that. 

Was it the subject of a declaration you 
executed on March 15, 1990? 

A Yes. 

Q And sent to me? 

A Yes. 

MS. PLEVIN: Off the record for a second. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's not go off the record. 

MS. PLEVIN: There's no point to doing that, 

Michael. 

Yesterday at the end when I was very much 
under the heat at the other location, I had put out for -- 
tentatively on the table for authentication that 
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declaration or without all of the exhibits attached. And I 


do not have it with me at this time. 

Q Did you have happen to take it with the 

materials you took yesterday, Mr. Armstrong -- 
A No. 

Q — so that I could have it authenticated now. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Wait a moment. Wait a moment. Are 
we going through an exercise now of authenticating 
declarations — 

MS. PLEVIN: No. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Wait. 

— that you put -- all right. I 
misunderstood.. 

MS. PLEVIN: No. I just want to — 

THE DEPONENT: She wanted to know if I had it. 

MS. PLEVIN: I put it on the table yesterday just at 

the time we were leaving. It was just the declaration 
itself. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I understand. 

MS. PLEVIN: So we do not have to go through a whole 

lot of testimony about what is in the declaration, 

Mr. Hertzberg. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Does not the declaration speak for 

itself? 

MS. PLEVIN: I want it, but it's not here. That's 
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all I'm asking. 


Q All right. Well, could you place in time for 

us please the incident you're talking about in connection 
with the Russell Miller book? 

A I have dated them within there and the notes 

or whatever I had at the time can positively date it as 
much as possible, positively date each of the incidents 
referred to in that declaration. But each of the ones that 
I am talking about right now occurred in 1987. 

Q What was the next -- the next incident of fair 

game, of your being aware, practiced against you? 

MS. BARTILSON: Continuing objection to this line of 

questioning as irrelevant. 

THE DEPONENT: The next was another communication, 

this one coming from Mr. Heller via Michael Flynn. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And what was the nature of 

that so far as you're aware? 

A It had to do with his desiring me to file a 

document in, I guess, related to this case in my case to 
prevent the unsealing of the Armstrong case file and the -- 
Mr. Flynn's statements are included in the declaration. 

The essence of the communication which 

Mr. Flynn characterized to me as a veiled threat was 

two-fold: One, if I didn't file anything, that 

embarrassing materials materials which were embarrassing to 

7 
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me specifically what was known as the pig document -- those 
7 

were Mr. Flynn's words; he called it the pig document -- 
would come out and, secondly, that it could unseal or 
unsettle the settlement. And as Mr. Flynn said, they say 
you could have to give the money back; money being the 
settlement money which I had obtained as a result of the 
settlement. 


Q Now, to be clear for the record are you -- the 

unsealing issue that you're referring to, is that the 
motion brought by my client Mr. Corydon to unseal the court 
files in church of Scientology vs. Armstrong? 

A Correct. 

Q And did Mr. Flynn specifically identify to you 

what it was that you were asked to do in connection with 
the motion filed to unseal that file? 

A He wanted me to file a document or he asked if 

I would. He relayed the information to me and relayed the 
organization's request. So it was their request which came 
by him and that was to file. He, to my recollection, just 
used the word "something," but we knew we were talking 
about a document of some kind, stating that I did not want 
the file, court file to be unsealed. 

Q Mr. Flynn called you, so far as you know, from 

his Boston office? 

A I can't say for certain. My recollection is 
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that he had by that time moved to California, and I had a 
series of conversations with him at that time. And my 
recollection is that it mainly occurred from his California 
residence. 


Q And at the time of the settlement -- strike 

that. 


The settlement of your lawsuit, did that 
include, to the best of your knowledge, a requirement of 
sealing the court files in your case? 

A I don't — I don't believe that it -- I don't 

know right now if it was included in the settlement 
document itself. I became aware of it because I became 
aware of the December 11th -- I believe it's December 
11th -- hearing. But I don't know. I knew that it was 
sealed. 

Q Okay. Was it sealed as a request of yours? 

A No. I -- yeah, not mine. 

Q What was the next incident of fair game being 

practiced against you so far as you know. 

MS. BARTILSON: Again, objection. 

THE DEPONENT: At some point I became aware, I was 
advised, that the organization had given a copy of the -- 
an edited version of the videotapes of me which had been 
illegally made in 1984 that -- toward the ends of 1987 or 
the beginning of 1988; that one at least had been given to 


11-145 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 





1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


the London Sunday Times along with a pack of materials 


about me. I've not received the materials, but I did 
receive a copy of the videotape. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Is that's the subject of — I 

believe that's the subject of some of your statements in 
the declaration of March 15, 1990. Is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you receive any communications from anyone 

which you consider to be fair game subsequent to being 
subpoenaed in this case? 

A Yeah, I consider that the -- that the threats 

in the telephone calls from Larry Heller were fair game. 

Q And is, to the best of your knowledge, the 

text of those -- strike that. 

To the best of your knowledge, the substance 
of those communications are contained in your declaration 
of March 15, 1990? 


A Yeah. 

Q Is there anything other than the information 

you have contained in the declaration of March 15, 1990 

which constitutes a threat to you regarding your testifying 
in this deposition? 

A I'm not certain. I have something -- I have 

another -- what Mr. Heller filed regarding the content, 
regarding his recollection of his communications with me, 
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statements which he's made are perjurious and, to me, 
indicate participation in the activity of fair game; that 
is his claim that there was only one telephone call, his 
claim that he made no threats, his claim that he did not 
threaten me with litigation, his claim that his concern was 
about the divulgence of the contents of the settlement 
agreement -- those things are just not true -- his denial 
of his offer of paying for an attorney, his denial of his 
offer to pay for sanctions -- those things are untrue. 

Q You are referring now to a declaration filed 

by Mr. Heller in this case -- urn -- on or about March 27th, 
1990. 


MS. BARTILSON: I'm going to object; lack of 

foundation. There's no evidence that he knows where 
anything was filed. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN; You have signed a declaration 

that Mr. Heller filed -- 
A Yes. 


Q -- in which he makes reference to your 

declaration? 

A Correct. 

Q I will bring that for identification, next 

authentication. It does not need to be authenticated. 
It's part of the file. 

Any other instances of fair game? 
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Q 

A 

A 

Q 

A 


A I consider that the long declaration which is 

an attempted refutation of what I had written is likewise 
perjurious and contains within it attacks pursuant to fair 
game. 

You're talking about Mr. Heller's declaration? 
Right? 

No. Mr. Long's declaration. 

I'm sorry. 

There was another instance, and I prepared a 
declaration which I haven't done anything with yet, but it 
contains these facts. And that was that. And I received 
this information from Michael Flynn fairly recently maybe 
two, three weeks ago, that he had been called by Larry 
Heller the day that I was in the courtroom in the Yanny 
case, Yanny trial, which would have been March 5th, March 
6th, something like that. And Mr. Heller advised Mr. Flynn 
that I was in the courtroom. And, according to Mr. Flynn, 
Mr. Heller said that if I testified, it would be a 
violation of the settlement agreement and I would be sued; 

e out of 

testifying. And Mr. Flynn said that ^ rertrSed 

Q Are you referring to a day that you showed up 

pursuant to the subpoena? 

A No. This was the date previous in which I 

just -- I was there just because of interest in the subject 
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and I was sitting in the courtroom. 


Mr. Heller was not 


there that 

day. But he was apparently advised that I was 

there. He 

called Michael Flynn that day. 

Now, earlier that day Barry Van Sickle -- 


you're saying pursuant to a subpoena? 


Q 

Yes. 

A 

I was not there that day pursuant to a 

subpoena. 

But I had been subpoenaed to testify. 

Q 

Okay. 

A 

Earlier in the day Mr. Van Sickle had advised 


some Scientology lawyers that I would be or that I would be 
testifying, I guess, the next day. And following that 


Mr. Heller 

called Mr. Flynn according to Mr. Flynn. I 

wrote down 

what Mr. Flynn said and prepared a declaration 

with these 

facts in it more specific, more accurate as to 


the exact words Mr. Flynn used. 


Q 

You don't have those notes with you? 

A 

No. 

Q 

And just to clarify -- withdrawn. 

Have there been any other incidences other 


than the ones you've told us about so far subseguent to the 
signing of the settlement agreement in December of 1986 
which you consider to have been perpetrations of fair game? 


MS . 

BARTILSON: Continuing objection. 

THE 

DEPONENT: I think I've related all that I know 
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about, I believe. 


I believe there's one more regarding 
testifying in the Yanny case. And that was that I showed 
up in the L.A. Superior Court to attend a hearing in the 
Corydon case, in which it was a hearing of a motion to 
or — motion to prevent my deposition from going forward. 
And at that time, while waiting outside in the hall, I was 
served with a trial subpoena for the Yanny case. 

And Mr. Heller at that time, according to 
Mr. Tabb, T-a-b-b, who's Mr. -- one of Mr. Flynn's partners 
in the Boston firm — spoke to me and said that he had been 
called by Mr. Heller who stated that they considered that I 
had -- I don't think he used the words "made myself 
amenable to service" or something stronger than that, kind 
of like I had conspired to be there; and that they intend 
to prove it and that I would be sued. 

Q Because you were served with a trial subpoena 

in the Yanny case? 

A They considered that I had participated in 

being there in order to be served; that I had made myself 
amenable to service of process. 

Q When you were served on that day in the 

corridors of the courtroom, did you have any idea that you 
were going to be served? 

A No. 
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Q And what was your purpose in being in Los 

Angeles on that day? 

A Well, I had — I had business which brought me 

down here. But my purpose in being in the courtroom was 
because I had -- because of what had gone on. I'd had 
received three telephone calls at that point or talked 
three times with Mr. Heller by telephone and received a 
number of threats up to that point. I had what I 
considered a real interest in being there to observe, to 
listen, to find out what the outcome was, to find out what 
was being said. 

Q Do you recall -- strike that. 

To the best of your recollection, what were 
Mr. Heller's words about your being sued if you gave 
deposition testimony in this case? And I'm talking about 
the case we're sitting here today for. 

A Okay. He said that he didn't have any trouble 

with me testifying if somebody beat up -- if I knew of 
somebody beating up Mr. Corydon. But if I got into 
testifying about my post as LRH's archivist or he said, 
"Specifically if you testified about Mr. Hubbard 
misrepresenting himself as a nuclear physicist, then you 
may get sued." On another occasion he said, "If you talk 
about the archives project." That was it. 

It really concerned my history in the 
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organization and specifically misrepresentations of Hubbard 
and what I discovered during my time on the archives post. 


Q 

Before we go further, what is your time 

situation, 

Mr. Armstrong? You said earlier you needed to 

leave at 4 

:00. I've lost track of time. 

A 

It's four after 4:00. So anytime, you know, 

anytime we 

can break is good with me. 

Q 

Okay. 

A 

I can take another 10 minutes, 15. 

Q 

Well, we can start on part of that material 


which I hope you won't be sued for. 


A 

I don't think so. 

Q 

Okay. Yesterday I gave you -- it's that group 


of materials over there, the whole bunch. 



Mr. Hertzberg -- 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: Yes. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: -- you have materials from yesterday 


which I have copied for you. 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: Tell me which one, and we'll try to 


find them. 


MS . 

PLEVIN: All right. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: You have to be more specific. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: Okay. There was some material that was 


in a rubber band, all together because it had just come 
from the copy center. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: 


Did you mark it for identification? 


Because that will help me find it. 

MS. PLEVIN: The immediate answer to your question 
is "no," it's not separately marked, but there is an order 
to these. There was before they went to the copy center. 

THE DEPONENT: We're off the record; right? 

MR. HERTZBERG: We can go off the record while we 
are looking for the documents. 

(Pause in proceedings.) 

MS. PLEVIN: Back on the record. 

Looks like when it was copied for you 
yesterday, my set has gotten out of order. 

Q Mr. Armstrong, can I see the material I gave 

you, please. 

A Yep. Now might be a real good time to send me 

home. 

Q Right. Okay. Yeah, mine got out of order 

with the copy center yesterday. So I think that would make 
sense. 

A And I'll give all those back to you. You can 

sort them out. 

MS. PLEVIN: Okay. With regard to -- we're going to 

stop here for today. 

And, Mr. Hertzberg, do you have a calendar you 
want to look at for some tentative dates? 
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Mr. Armstrong, you indicated that you have 
some problems with the rest of — 

THE DEPONENT: May. 

MS. PLEVIN: Through May. Okay. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I — as I said, I have my master 

calendar in New-York. Why don't we have Mr. Armstrong 
state for the record, if he can now, what dates he's 
earliest available for, and then we'll use that as a point 
of departure for the attorneys to consult on when they can 
reconvene. 

MS. PLEVIN: Do you know the answer to that 

guestion? 

THE DEPONENT: Right now, I believe that in early 
part of June would work okay. 

MS. PLEVIN: All right. Now, I'm — 

THE DEPONENT: We can all communicate through the 
next few weeks and firm up a date. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's try to -- as a point of, 

you're an indispensible party, Mr. Armstrong. 

I can't do this without you. So why don't you tell us what 
you mean by the earliest of the June part so we have 
something that the lawyers can start discussing. 

MS. PLEVIN: The first of June is a Friday. 

THE DEPONENT: How about June 6th, D-day. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Are you available on that date? 
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THE DEPONENT: 


Pardon? 


MR. HERTZBERG: You're available on that date? 

THE DEPONENT: June 6th will be good. 

MS. PLEVIN: It's a Wednesday, the first full week 
in June. All right? 

THE DEPONENT: As far as — if something else comes 
up, but that will work. 

MS. PLEVIN: All right. I'm going to mark my 
calendar to hold Wednesday. And, Mr. Hertzberg, we might 
consider also what other business we need to transact in 
terms of depositions on that trip. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Yes, we can. Now, can you tell me, 

Ms. Plevin, if you can give me an estimate of how much 
longer you think you will be before you complete 
questioning Mr. Armstrong. 

MS. PLEVIN: If I can. Why don't we leave that 

until we talk on the phone to confirm those dates. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I know that your client appears to 

be relunctant to make that kind of commitment, but I think 
the record should indicated if -- are we talking about one 
day? Are we talking about half a day? Are we talking 
about a week? 

MS. PLEVIN: Oh, no, we're not talking about a week. 
I don't think we're talking about half a day. I think 
we're talking about a good portion of the day. 

11-155 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213) 655-5511 





1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


MR. HERTZBERG: 


All right. 


MS. PLEVIN: And hopefully we can then conclude my 
direct and your cross. I will look over the material again 
and we can — if my evaluation, to the best I can make it 
changes, I will let you know. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Fine. Now, I just want to make an 

observation -- are you finished? 

MS. PLEVIN: Yeah. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I want to make an observation for 

the record. 

The record, of course, will speak for itself, 
but it is my best recollection that the entirety, virtually 
the entirety of this afternoon's session was comprised of, 
one, spending a substantial amount of time getting 
Mr. Armstrong to identify and reaffirm the contents of 
about five affidavits and, two, asking Mr. Armstrong about 
what he maintains has occurred to him in recent years 
without any reference whatsoever to the Corydon case. And 
I really believe that that is not what was contemplated by 
this exercise here. 

MS. BARTILSON: Well, I think you should add to 
that, Michael, that I didn't hear Mr. Corydon's name 
mentioned by his counsel during any of the questioning 
yesterday either. And that almost the entire day yesterday 
was spent in a similar exercise of identifying documents 
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and getting background information that we had presumed 
would lead somewhere with and to Mr. Corydon. In reality 
it appears that he had almost no contact with Mr. Corydon 
and virtually a single recollection of even hearing his 
name during the course of his experience in the church. 

MR. HERTZBERG: In fact — 

MS. PLEVIN: If you will — 

MR. HERTZBERG: Just so that I can make the record 

totally clear. I made a note on my legal pad the first 
time that Bent Corydon's name was mentioned during the 
course of this deposition, and it was about six minutes 
past 11 o'clock this afternoon. 

MS. PLEVIN: For the information of Mr. Hertzberg, 

who was not counsel of record at that time, and to refresh 
Ms. Bartilson's recollection on that matter, at the time 
that Mr. Heller submitted his motion to prevent this 
deposition from ever occurring, he submitted a statement 
that as far as -- there was something in that document that 
indicated that Mr. Armstrong didn't know anything about 

Mr. Corydon and their paths had never crossed. 

The — my opposition to that document 
specified that even if Mr. Armstrong never in his life met 
Mr. Corydon before walking into the deposition room, that 
his testimony about, at the very least, about fair game, 
and about his knowledge of Hubbard via the archives 
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documents and otherwise and which was not intended by any 
stretch of the imagination to be exclusive, would warrant 
his testifying by deposition in this case. The court 
agreed with me. 

MR. HERTZBERG: We both made our statements, okay. 

MS. BARTILSON: Can we arrange for the signing and 

so forth? 

MS. PLEVIN: Thank you for reminding me. Let's go 
off the record for a second to contemplate it. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

MS. PLEVIN: We will relieve the court reporter of 
her statutory duties. The original of this deposition 
transcript will be forwarded to Mr. Armstrong, and we will 
make sure that the court reporter has that address. I 
don't know if it's part of the transcript or not. 

Mr. Armstrong has just written it out. 

The deponent will have 30 days from the date 
of the transmittal to review the transcript, identify any 
changes that he wishes to make under penalty of perjury, 
and will then advise all counsel of any such changes. 

If for any reason the original -- well, if 
the original is not available, a certified copy of the 
transcript of this deposition can be used for all purposes. 

Any problems? 

Fine. Thank you. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

) SS . 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

I, JUDITH SAMSON, Certified Shorthand Reporter, 
Certificate No. 6916, State of California, hereby certify: 

I am the deposition officer that stenographically 
recorded the testimony in the foregoing deposition; 

Prior to being examined, the deponent was by me 
first duly sworn; 

The foregoing transcript is a true record of the 
testimony given; 

I was relieved of my duty pursuant to Code of Civil 
Procedure, Section 2025(g)(1), and therefore any changes 
made by the deponent or whether or not the deponent signed 
the transcript are not set forth. 

Dated May 29 r 1990 _, Los Angeles, California. 
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. EXHIBIT 


! IDENTIFICATION 

G^cM fiRrASTmnQ 

TH SAMSON, N.P. J 

»DATE: 


DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 


1. I am making this declaration to bring to the Court's 
attention activities in which L. Ron Hubbard, Mary Sue Hubbard 
and/or Scientology, hereafter referred to as LRH, MSH and 
Scientology respectively, are presently engaged relevant to the 
"Temporary Stay Order" granted by the Court and annexed hereto as 
Attachment A. It is hoped that this declaration will assist the 
Court in evaluating what is the actual intention of MSH and 
Scientology in seeking such a stay and the perverted use to which 
any order by the Court may be put. 

2. The following narrative describes recent actions taken 
against my wife and me by LRH, MSH and/or Scientology. I remain 
convinced’that these parties seek my destruction and are trying 
to frc:me me and drive me insane. 

3. On June 21, 1984 I flew with my wife to London, 

England. The purpose of my trip was to testify in the English 
Court in a case involving the custody of two children. The 
solicitor who had originally requested me to testify and with 
whom I dealt while in London is Arthur Weir, Esq. of the firm of 
Tweedie and Prideaux. 

4. A friend of mine had telephoned me prior to my going to 
London and informed me that Scientology knew of my trip and that 
the organization was planning an operation against me to occur 
while my wife and I were in London. Prior to our trip I alerted 
Mr. Weir and Julia Dragojevic, my attorney in the instant case, 
of this possible intelligence action. My wife and I decided to 
still go to London because we felt that not going would only 
allow Scientology to continue to control our lives by threat and 


A 


i=> 















1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


intimidation. 


5. I testified in the custody case on June 25 and on 
Tuesday, June 26, two incidents occurred which indicated to my 
wife and me that an operation of some sort was being carried out 
against us. At approximately 10:00 a.m. the receptionist of the 
hotel in which we were staying asked me to take a telephone call 
in reception. We were staying on the fifth floor and had no 
telephone in our room. I walked down to the first floor to take 
the call. The caller, a woman, simply confirmed that I was Gerry 
Armstrong and then hung up. I waited about fifteen minutes for a 
call back which didn't come. I knew then that Scientology 
operatives had discovered and confirmed where my wife and I were 
staying in London. Later in the day we spotted a man on top of 

a building across the street from our hotel watching our room. I 
knew then that we were being surveilled but did not determine the 
purpose of the surveillance until the day of our departure from 
London. 

6. I alerted Mr. Weir to the phone call and the 
surveillance but there was nothing else to be done at that time. 
The biggest effect caused was to make my wife's and my stay in 
London worrisome and tense when it could have been pleasant. 

7. On June 29 when my wife and I were checking in at 
London's Heathrow airport for our return flight to the U.S., we 
were accosted by three men, one of whom called my name and thrust 
at me the Temporary Stay Order, Attachment A. It was then 11:20 
a.m. Our plane was due to depart at 11:55 and was already 
boarding. There was no actual reason for the Temporary Stay 
Order to be served on me at the airport in London since it has 

EXHI3ST. 
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for some time been the arrangement for any service of pleadings 
etc. to be made on my attorney of record in my stead. The only 
purpose of such service at that time and the harassment that 
followed would be an effort to make us miss our flight back to 
the U.S. 

8. The man who did all the talking of the threesome was in 
his 40's about 5*10", very overweight and with an offensive odor. 
He identified himself as John Ingram, a private investigator. 

One of the other men was grey haired, probably in his 50's also 
around 5'10" and more distinguished looking than Ingram. The 
third man was probably in his early 20's, about 5'5" wearing a 
motorcycle jacket and carrying a helmet- My wife identified him 
as having’followed us all the way from downtown London in the 
train to the airport. These two men would not give their names, 
but admitted that they worked for Ingram. 

9. I had heard about Ingram on the previous Saturday from 
a former Scientologist, Jon Atack. Mr. Atack had told me that 
Ingram was retained by Scientology in the U.K. and had been 
involved in harassment of people who had split off from the 
organization. Ingram is not the same person as Eugene Ingram or 
Ingraham, another private investigator employed by Scientology in 
the U.S. to carry out their covert operations and harass 
individuals. 

10. At Heathrow airport, Ingram was abusive and pushy. He 
and his cohorts followed my wife and I through the airport as we 
went through the check-in procedure. Ingram kept questioning me 
and accusing me about being in contempt of court and about an 
alleged meeting on Tuesday evening, June 26 at the Olde Cock 
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Tavern in London. Ingram's statements ran as follows: 

"Who did you meet at the Olde Cock Tavern on Tuesday 
evening?" 

"Who was the man you met at the Olde Cock Tavern?" 
"You're in contempt of court." 

"Who did you give the sealed documents to?" 

"You violated the court order." 

"You were seen giving the sealed documents to a bearded 
man on Tuesday evening in the Olde Cock Tavern." 

"Who was the person you gave the sealed documents to?" 
"Two private investigators observed you on Tuesday 
evening in the Olde Cock Tavern giving the sealed 
'documents to a bearded man, an Arab. You're in 
violation of this court order. You’re in contempt of 
court." 

11. I told Ingram that he was (variously) mad, working for 

\ 

terrorists, a liar, harassive, trying to frame me, and full of 
fecal matter. 

12. There is absolutely no truth to Ingram's statements or 
accusations. I had no sealed documents in London, nor any way tc 
obtain sealed documents. I had met no Arab in London. I had 
given no one any documents while in London except a copy of Judge 
Breckenridge's intended Judgment and this to no bearded man, no 
Arab and nobody in the Olde Cock Tavern. 

13. I had been in the Olde Cock Tavern restaurant on 
Monday, June 25 for lunch with my wife. This establishment is or 
Fleet Street, right across from the English Court where I was 
then testifying. When the Court broke for lunch my wife and I 
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chance ate at the Olde Cock Tavern. We ate alone and did not 


pass documents to anyone. On Tuesday evening, June 26, my wife 
and I, because we had had a good meal there the day before and 
because it is near the hotel where we were staying, decided to 
have dinner at 'the Olde Cock Tavern. Upon arriving in front of 
the establishment, however, we found a sign stating that the 
restaurant was closed except for a private party which had 
reserved it for the evening. We therefore did not enter the Olde 
Cock Tavern on Tuesday evening. 

14. At a minimum the actions of these private investigators 
hired by LRH, MSH or Scientology are harassive and designed to 
intimidate my wife and me. More likely these actions are part of 
a larger flan to entrap or frame me and so bring about my 
destruction which these people seek. Entrapment and frame-ups 
are standard Scientology intelligence actions. Allegations of 
contempt of court are designed to break me financially by forcin' 
me to defend myself legally. The actions of LRH, MSH and/or 
Scientology keep me convinced that I have no future after 
Scientology and that my life and my wife’s life are just as much 
in danger now that the case has been won as before the litigatic 
began. LRH, MSH and Scientology are vindictive and will stop at 
nothing to get revenge. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 


California. 
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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 
DIVISION THREE 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) . No. B 005912 

CALIFORNIA, and ) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) (Super. Ct. No. C 420153) 

Petitioner, 
v. 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, FOR 
THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, 

Respondent. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Real Party in 
Interest. 

_) TEMPORARY STAY ORDER 

THE COURT: 

In order that this court may have the opportunity 
to fully consider the "Energency Application for Stay 
Pending Appeal", filed June 22, 1984, and the 
suppleoent thereto, filed June 25, 1984, it is hereby 
ordered that the exhibits received In evidence and 
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I, Gerald Armstrong, declare: 

1. I am making this declaration in response to allega 
tions made by Scientology and its attorneys Donald C. Randolph 
and John G. Peterson regarding "violations" of various Court 
orders. 

2. On page 8 of Scientology's motion are listed five 
(5) documents which the organization claims were sealed document 
used by the Justice Department in violation of this Court's seal 
ing orders: Defendants trial exhibits HHHH, EEE, K, and MM, and 
Plaintiff's trial exhibit 47. None of these documents were 

"sealed documents". 

3. Defendant's exhibit HHHH, attached hereto as Exhi¬ 
bit "A", is the "Mission Order" of Plaintiff organization to 
prevent Homer Schomerfrom testifying at my trial. The organiza¬ 
tion's missionaires left it in Mr. Schomer's home. Mr. Schomer 
copied it for himself and brought it to the trial where several 
copies were made. My attorney marked HHHH on a copy and intro¬ 
duced it into evidence through Mr. Schomer. A copy was given to 
Plaintiff's attorneys. The document was not sealed by the Court 
but even if it were, copies were in the possession of several 
third parties, and a sealing order would be meaningless, as is 
Plaintiff organization's contention that a violation of a "seal¬ 
ing order" exists. 

4. Defendant's exhibit EEE, attached hereto as Exhi¬ 
bit "B", is a copy of Plaintiff organization's 'CIC Cross Mark 
Sheet" indicating the cross-filing of intelligence data concern¬ 
ing Attorney Michael Flynn. This document had been produced 
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